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   [ Press-cuttings digest]


UK: _Schools must pay victims of abuse by teachers_
UK: _Paedophilia scares threaten future of music teaching_
UK: _Computer shops to install censorware on new PCs_

Eire: _Call for access to paedophile register_

USA: _Attorney for Underage Bride Challenges Father_
USA: _Florida pedophile case lands in high court_

Australia: _Paedophile sentence excessive: High Court Judges_

Censorship: _EU Deputies Want "Hateful Speech" Ban in Cybercrime Treaty_

Culture note

And finally... _School Children Baffled by Anti-Sex Dress Code_







UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Schools must pay victims of abuse by teachers_

4th May 2001

Schools must pay compensation to children who have been
sexually abused by teachers, even if the school has not
been negligent, the House of Lords ruled yesterday.

In a landmark judgment that could cost schools and
children's care homes up to UKP 100m per year, the law
lords ruled that the employers of a house warden at a
Doncaster boarding school for difficult children were
liable for his actions after he was convicted of child
abuse.

Yesterday's decision overturned an earlier Court of
Appeal ruling which held that a company could not be
held vicariously liable for the sexual abuse as it was
"independent conduct wholly outside the scope of [his]
employment".

--

6th May 2001

_Paedophilia scares threaten future of music teaching_

The headmaster of England's most renowned classical
music school has warned that the creative development
of young prodigies is being undermined by a culture of
suspicion that discourages teachers from touching
pupils.

Nicolas Chisholm, the headmaster of the Yehudi Menuhin
School for young musicians in Cobham, Surrey, told The
Sunday Telegraph that the quality of teaching is under
threat as tutors are widely discouraged from touching
children because of growing paranoia about paedophilia.
Mr Chisholm is to address the issue in a lecture to the
Bath Music Festival at the end of this month.

Close bonds between gifted pupils and their tutors were
crucial, said Mr Chisholm, and necessarily involve
physical contact.  "Teaching gifted children is tricky
because of the modern fear about relationships between
adults and children," he said.  "There's a constant
looking over one's shoulder and a fear of litigation.

"We're teaching an athletic subject - be it singing or
playing an instrument - and inevitably we will touch
pupils' hands, arms, elbows or backs to point out what
they're doing wrong."

More than half the musical training at the Yehudi
Menuhin School, which was founded in 1963 by Lord
Menuhin, the violinist and conductor, is conducted on a
one-to-one basis.

"What happens here would probably put the fear of God
into a lot of places," Mr Chisholm said.  "Many
schools, as far as I'm aware, are very wary about
relationships between children and staff.  Some
management put constraints upon teaching, saying you
can't have one-to-one relationships."

Mr Chisholm said that he operated a "prudence policy",
offering guidance to teachers and warning that
relationships with children involve a power imbalance.
"When parents sign up for one-to-one lessons to help
their children cope with an instrument physically, you
warn them that this involves touching.  Of course,
there's touching that's highly professional, and
touching that's highly sackable.  The context is
crucial."  The school coaches more than 50 gifted
children between eight and 18 on stringed instruments
and piano.  Each pupil is encouraged to "develop body
suppleness and awaken feelings of good posture" with
classes in Alexander Technique, a discipline that
develops posture and breathing.

Mrs Karen Ripper, whose 10-year-old son, Oscar, is a
pupil, said: "Oscar has a very strong bond with his
tutor and that's enormously important.  Worrying about
physical contact is silly.  I understand why the fuss
has arisen but I think it's a shame.  She added: "I
would expect Oscar to tell me if something was wrong,
but he is totally positive.  He thinks the undivided
attention is brilliant.  He has never felt under threat
and says time with his tutor is special."

Paul Carroll, the professor of baroque and classical
bassoon at the Royal College of Music in London, said:
"I've never had a problem with my pupils, but I
remember a friend using physical contact to explain
diaphragm control to female students at a public
school.  He lost his job.  "We have to escape
over-awareness about the problem of harassment.  It
shouldn't get in the way of teaching.  It's getting
silly - a sense of normality needs to be restored."

---------------------------------------------------------





UK: censorship:
---------------------------------------------------------

6th May 2001

_Computer shops to install censorware on new PCs_

High street computer retailers PC World, Tiny and Time
have bowed to government pressure and agreed all new
computers will to be fitted with official censorware
software.

The big three, which dominate the home PC market, will
block websites with adult content and access to
chatrooms which paedophiles allegedly use.

The moves will be announced later this week at the
launch of the Government's new Internet Task Force on
Child Protection, chaired by Home Office Minister Lord
Bassam.  The task force is thought to favour a
movie-style rating system developed by the Internet
Content Rating Association.  Websites would self-label
their websites according to how child-friendly they
are, and any adult sites would be filtered out by
the approved censorware.

However, civil rights groups last night expressed
concern that measures brought in to protect children
could be used to snoop on other kinds of internet
activity and censor sites that unintentionally
attracted paedophiles.  Caspar Bowden of the Foundation
for Information Policy Research, an internet policy
think tank said: 'There is a danger that child
protection concerns, fuelled by tabloid witch hunts,
might develop into calls for general surveillance of
private internet communications.'

The giant electrical retail Dixons group, which
includes Currys and PC World, has already begun
discussions with the Internet Watch Foundation, the
industry's internal regulator, to develop parental
guidelines for all customers of their new machines.

Internet service providers have also agreed to drop
certain Usenet newsgroups.

---------------------------------------------------------





Eire:
---------------------------------------------------------
5th May 2001

_Call for access to paedophile register_

Church authorities should be allowed access to
information in the sex offenders register due to be
officially set up shortly in cases where candidates for
the priesthood are being considered, the national
director of vocations Fr Kevin Doran said yesterday.

The register should be in operation soon following the
expected passage of the relevant legislation within the
next two weeks, and the information it contains will be
restricted on a "need-to-know" basis.

Unlike in the UK, the Catholic Church authorities here
are precluded from seeking a Garda [police] report on
candidates applying to the priesthood.

Applicants may themselves apply for this information,
before passing it to potential employers, but its value
is limited as it would only provide information on
convictions and would not contain details of
allegations, acquittals, or convictions abroad.

---------------------------------------------------------





USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

Friday, May 4, 2001

_Attorney for Underage Bride Challenges Father_

A Nevada attorney for a 15-year-old Taos girl said in a
court filing this week that her father has no standing
to attack her recent marriage to a 48-year-old man.

The lawyer for Sierradawn Crow also maintains that her
father, Bruce Kirkpatrick of Oakland, Calif., "has had
little contact with Sierradawn and was not in a
position to know what was in her best interest."

Kirkpatrick has been fighting in the Nevada courts
against the girl's marriage to Sauren Crow, also of
Taos, and briefly regained custody of his daughter in
January after taking his case to a state district judge
in Taos.

Kirkpatrick has said he was "in a state of shock and
disbelief" when he found out about the wedding.  Sauren
Crow, also of Taos, is six years older than
Kirkpatrick, 42.

Sauren and Sierradawn Crow were married in Las Vegas,
Nev., Jan. 3, with the full consent of Sierradawn's
mother, Karen Karay, who also lives in Taos.

In a court affidavit, Karay said of the teen bride and
48-year-old groom, "I have seen no other couple so
right for each other."  Sierradawn has been attending a
private school in Taos.

Last month, Sauren and Sierradawn Crow tried to
persuade three New Mexico judges to marry them in Taos,
even though they previously had been married in Nevada.
But the New Mexico judges refused.

The Las Vegas marriage required the approval of a judge
under a Nevada law that allows someone younger than 16
to marry "in extraordinary circumstances" if a district
court finds the marriage is in the minor's best
interest and with the consent of one parent.

In New Mexico, teens must be at least 16 to marry, with
or without a parent's consent, except with a judge's
approval in certain cases where pregnancy, parentage or
child support issues are involved.

Family Court Judge Robert Gaston of Las Vegas approved
the Crows' marriage after Sierradawn's mother provided
written consent.

Kirkpatrick, who is divorced from Karay, in February
asked Gaston to overturn the marriage and presented
evidence that Sauren Crow had pleaded no contest to a
1994 charge of domestic violence against a former wife
in California.

When Gaston refused, Kirkpatrick appealed to the Nevada
Supreme Court, arguing that Gaston had not made
sufficient inquiry before approving the wedding and
that the Nevada law allowing the marriage was
unconstitutional.

Attorney Bruce Shapiro of Henderson, Nev., on Tuesday
filed Sierradawn Crow's answer to her father's Nevada
Supreme Court petition.

The filing disputes Kirkpatrick's contention that he
believed he had a close relationship with his daughter.

"In reality ... after Sierradawn moved to New Mexico in
1992, Kirkpatrick visited Sierradawn only once or twice
in New Mexico and she visited him occasionally in
California," the filing says.

The girl's attorney said Kirkpatrick has no authority
to attack the happy marriage and that under law, only
Sierradawn could ask for the marriage to be annulled.

Kirkpatrick couldn't be reached for comment Thursday.

Shapiro also maintained that Gaston was not required to
find "extraordinary circumstances," mentioned in the
Nevada law, before approving the marriage.

Shapiro noted that the law doesn't define such
circumstances.  The statute only spells out that one
parent's consent and a finding that the marriage would
be in the minor's best interest are required.

So "extraordinary circumstances," Shapiro wrote, "as
used in this statute, merely refers to the fact that
such a marriage would be considered outside the range
of ordinary," with "ordinary" meaning marriages of
people 16 or older.

The filing also maintains that case law presumes that
the parent with primary physical custody of a child
acts in the child's best interest.

Shapiro said Nevada's law is clearly constitutional and
is similar to laws in several other states.

The filing concludes by noting that come December,
Sierradawn will turn 16 and would be "able to be
married with the consent of either parent without a
court order."

---------------------------------------------------------






USA: Florida
---------------------------------------------------------

_Florida pedophile case lands in high court_

5th May 2001

Attorneys for a New Smyrna Beach man confined as a
sexual predator under the Jimmy Ryce Act told Florida
Supreme Court justices Friday that the law is
unconstitutional because it amounts to a second
punishment.

Assistant Public Defender Nancy Ryan, representing
Mitchell W, told the high court that the law requires
involuntary confinement after a prison sentence has
been served, essentially putting someone through a
second trial and a second round of punishment.

The Supreme Court did not rule on the case immediately,
and a decision could take months.  However, this is the
first constitutional test for the law.  If the court
finds the law unconstitutional, inmates deemed to be
sexual predators could be released, forcing the state
to find other means to treat them.

Ryan said during arguments in Tallahassee that other
states allow other treatment programs besides
confinement, but Florida's law creates an
all-or-nothing scenario.  "That's unique," she said.

Since the act took effect in 1999, 32 people have been
confined at a facility in DeSoto County, said Gregory
Venz, of Florida Department of Children and Families.

According to the law, sexual predators can only be
released if a judge rules that the person is no longer
a threat.  So far, only one man has been released under
a judge's order, Venz said.

Some justices questioned Friday whether confinement
could last forever.  Polin conceded that someone could
be confined indefinitely, but that would happen only to
the most dangerous offenders.

However, Ryan noted that Florida the state Legislature
abolished prison-based treatment for sexual offenders
in 1991.  She cited the testimony of a psychiatrist who
said during W's trial that he could be treated through
inpatient counseling and constant monitoring by
probation officers, but she said the law does not allow
any of those options.

Ryan said other states, unlike Florida, don't mandate
that total confinement is "the single answer for all
sexual predators."

---------------------------------------------------------






Australia:
---------------------------------------------------------

4th May 2001

_Paedophile sentence excessive: High Court Judges_

Two High Court Justices have suggested the sentence for
a convicted paedophile should have reflected the
permanent stigma he has suffered after being convicted
of assaults committed when he was a priest.

The man appealed to the High Court after being
sentenced to 16 years jail.

The High Court has allowed the appeal, in which it was
claimed the sentence was manifestly excessive.

The majority three Justices Michael Kirby, Ian Callinan
and Michael McHugh say the man was entitled to leniency
based on his otherwise good character.

But Justices Kirby and Callinan have gone further,
suggesting the public opprobrium and permanent stigma
as a priest charged over acts of paedophilia entitles
the man to a lesser sentence.

In his judgement, Justice Kirby argues where serial
criminal offences manifest a proven underlying
condition it is appropriate the condition be taken into
account in sentencing.

He says in this case the man's condition of paedophilia
deserved more attention than it got in evidence or
submissions.

---------------------------------------------------------





Europe: Internet: censorship:
---------------------------------------------------------

25th April 2001

_Deputies Want "Hateful Speech" Ban in Cybercrime Treaty_

Council of Europe deputies urged drafters of the
world's first cybercrime treaty Wednesday to include
making it illegal to write or store "hateful messages"
using the Internet.

The controversial treaty is an US-inspired effort to
harmonize laws on cyberspace.  The 43-member Council
drafting the Treaty had claimed that the wording was
closed to further changes.  Yet The Council has been
forced to adjust the wording of the Treaty in light of
a barrage of criticism from industry and rights groups
since it first published the final text on its Web site
last year.

Speaking for the Parliamentary Assembly deputies,
Socialist Ivar Tallo from Estonia urged the Council to
add a protocol that would outlaw "hateful messages".

At an open hearing with government and industry
representatives in Paris last month, delegates admitted
that the American First Amendment and respect for free
speech made it difficult to mandate censorship
restrictions on the world's Internet community.

---------------------------------------------------------





Culture note:
---------------------------------------------------------

2001

Alain Robbe-Grillet turns 80 this year.  A new novel
entitled _La Reprise_ (Editions de Minuit) will soon be
published as well as a collection of his articles
scheduled to be brought out under the Christian
Bourgois imprint.  A special issue of _Critique_ will
be devoted to the founding father of the Nouveau Roman
whose films will be celebrated next year in Caen.
Interviewed in the latest issue of _Livres Hebdo_,
Alain Robbe-Grillet attacks the varieties of censorship
which hide under the practice of 'political
correctness' - *** such as preventing people from
writing that little girls are sexy.  He himself doesn't
state whether little girls are sexy or not. ***

---------------------------------------------------------





And finally...
---------------------------------------------------------

3rd May 2001

_School Children Baffled by Anti-Sex Dress Code_

A Canadian high school's broadly worded dress code has
confused children to the point where one showed up to
class wearing only Post-It notes, the National Post
reported on Wednesday.

The schoolboy concluded it was all he would be allowed
to wear under the code that some fear outlaws all but
what might be appropriate on an Amish farm.

Under the code, concern is expressed about "apparel
being too low cut, see through, too tight, strapless,
narrow straps, sleeveless, bra showing, backless,
midriff showing, inappropriate, offensive logo or
language, or dirty or tattered."

The code was drawn up as part of the school's policy of
zero tolerance for sex, the newspaper said.

"We're not allowed to wear tight clothes and we're not
allowed to wear loose clothes," said 15-year-old Celina
Pattison.  "What are we supposed to wear?"

-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Yuri' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Dalderious' wrote:
>'Yuri' wrote:
>>With all due respect, I disagree.
>
>There is no respect due to me, thus this is an insult.
>I'll forgive you if you agree to just say "with
>respect" rather than "with all due respect". :-)

I will not, for the following reasons:

1) You are a human being.  That alone entitles you to a
certain amount of respect.

2) From everything I know about you, for all you have
said here in this forum, you have earned my respect.

Therefore, there is a respect due to you.

As to the rest of what you said,  I have a question: If
you argue to get at the truth, and you have the
conviction of your beliefs (i.e. you believe that you
know the truth), then how can you say that you do not
argue to win?  In order for the argument to be worth
something, both people must, in the end, agree on the
truth.  If they do not, then at least one person has
not arrived at the truth.  In order to best arrive at
the truth, it is necessary to understand the lie, so
that it may be countered.  It has nothing to do with
"living happily ever after", it is simply that to get
to the truth it is necessary to expose the lies for
what they are, and in order to do that, one must know
the lies.

>'Easy Rider' wrote:
>>>>If you believe in evolution, which seems a
>>>>no-brainer at this point,
>'Dalderious' wrote:
>>>Yes, because only someone with no-brains would
>>>believe it. :-)
>'Yuri' wrote:
>>Are you saying you do not believe in evolution?
>
>Yes. I do not believe in evolution. You can quote me
>on that. (not only that that is what I meant, but even
>what I said. :P )
>
>> It seems to me the scientific evolution is quite
>> overwhelming...
>
>You are welcome to believe that it is overwhelming.

You say that science is the study of empirical
evidence.  Would you agree that empirical evidence is
one of the best ways we have of attaining truth?  And
all scientific, empirically gathered evidence points in
the direction of evolution.  For the record, I am a
very religious person, a devout Catholic, but I still
believe that evolution is true.  The two are not
mutually exclusive, you know.  For the record, when you
made the mention of a "blueprint", it was not in a
religious context, so I don't think you can ascribe all
the replies to an anti-religious sentiment.  Some
replies were, certainly, but not all.  I think the
multitude of replies came because it was an interesting
topic of discussion.  As to the lack of replies on
evolution, have you considered that the vast majority
of people, religious and non, do not deny the scientific
proof of evolution?  Having faith and believing in
religion do not preclude nor prohibit one from also
believing science.  Just as believing in science does
not prohibit nor preclude one from having faith beyond
science.  You also accuse Easy Rider of making a snide
comment by calling belief in evolution a no-brainer,
yet you go on to make one yourself, essentially
labelling Easy Rider, me, and others who believe in
evolution as brainless.  While I agree that some
people, probably far too many people, use the term
"scientific" simply to sell a product or an idea, this
does not invalidate the idea of science.  Neither
science, nor evolution, are religions.  As you say
yourself, science is the study of empirical evidence.
One makes a hypothesis, collects data, examines the
data in relation to his hypothesis and either confirms
the hypothesis, rejects the hypothesis or doesn't
reject the hypothesis (which is different from
confirmation of the hypothesis, it simply means it was
not disproved).  Eventually, one has enough evidence
pointing in the same direction that one can comfortably
conclude that the hypothesis was true and correct.

In the end, all but the most literal interpretations of
the Christian Bible are antithetical with evolution.
Genesis says that God created the animals.  It doesn't
say He didn't create them by causing them to evolve
from their ancestors.

>Now for a question. In jest that is. Which is better,
>a religious gl who believes in some deity, or a
>scientist, to whom science is all that is?
>
>For the latter, believing in evolution means that
>sooner or later we'll all evolve into the best being.
>Being lgs are obviously the best, eventually, we'll
>all evolve into lgs. I wonder if the fact that
>lgs soon become x-lgs disproves evolution?

Your logic is flawed in two places:  1) Evolution does
not in and of itself imply that the final product will
be the best; and 2) Whether or not lgs are the best
evolutionary form is a matter of opinion.  (or at least
it was left that way in your argument)

>>That is why I have difficulty with the concept of
>>normal... average is certainly a better term.
>
>Yes, but tell one person they are "average" and
>another that they are "normal". Who will feel better?
>Besides, average is an amount that no-one has equal.
>Normal is similar to median.
>

OK, so tell one person they are "not average" and
another that they are "not normal", who will feel
better?

'Yuri'
-------------------------------------------------------------------





'The Fairy Knight' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

To 'Dia':

I do not entirely understand the tone of your letter.
You say that you are ruined because of Pedophiles.
Why?  Were you a victim?  Do you fear us?  Or are you
one of us, and this has destroyed your life?  Please,
clarify.  And now endeavour to answer your questions...

>I was simply wondering about the childhood
>of everyone.  Were they "normal", if anything is?

One the surface, yes.  My childhood was nothing
extraordinary.  But within?  How about this to
illustrate?  At the age of six, my brother and I began
to make up intricate worlds by the dozen, and people
them with fantastic creatures of our own imaginations.

At the age of eight, I decided that imagination was the
most important virtue and the highest form of
intelligence, I also decided that this was what I
wanted to spend the rest of my life developing.

At the age of nine, I determined that imagination was
valuable only if it was coupled with the power to
create.

I remember each of these events as clearly as if they
were yesterday.  I could go on for hours describing
what I call the "philosophy of creation," based upon
ideas I developed before I was even in junior high.
Does this sound like a normal child?

>I also wonder how interaction is with other adults
>now reserved, awkward, unpleasant or so?

I am the friendliest man you could ever hope to meet in
public, and have several close friends who are my own
age.  Adults respect me well enough.  Children adore
me.

>Look, if anyone here actually, miraculously, could
>obtain a girl-girlfriend, how would life be?

Wonderful, if it was safe for some reason and she was
willing.  I have enough that I pursue without needing
this added trial.  I love young girls because I love
young girls.  "in your dreams, magical thoughts/ all
things are real unless you dream their not".

>Are you afraid of adulthood?

Adults are fools, no offence intended to any present.
Why do they insist on complicating things?

>Are you afraid to lose innocence?

Define innocence.  By the classic definition, I never
had it.  By a more liberal definition, I can never loose
it.

>What do you fear?

Nothing.  Not pain, not loneliness, not depression, not
the judgement of others.  Not even death.  I know who I
am.  I have nothing to fear.

>What does this bring you?  Everyone is afraid to go
>into darkness.

"I hold the light and the darkness of my heart/
trembling as I embrace the shadows, moving me apart"

Three times in my life I have walked into darkness few
would dare.  I feared it once.  I fear it no longer.

>But little girls.... Little girls don't know... .
>they'r just saved by your delusion.  You love your
>delusion.
>Do you understand?  Where have your minds gone?

Little girls see far more clearly than even they know.
My delusion is my hope, my hope is my dream, my dream
is my power.

>There's nothing blessed, they have no idea, and cannot
>save you.

Such bitterness and despair.  Could it be that you have
walked into the darkness and not returned?  I shall
light a candle for you.

>Go into the darkness, stop weeping and so,
>maybe you'll come by a real life.

I was never truly alive and happy until I allowed
myself to be what I had always known I was.  That was
my first death.

Oh yeah, never bother to try and debate with a
metaphysicist, a dreamer, or a lunatic.  Since I'm all
three, you just can't win :)

'The Fairy Knight'

"In the Name of Wonder, For the Cause of Joy"
-------------------------------------------------------------------





'girl luvr' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

I have a little account which readers may enjoy.

I live in the southern hemisphere and in Fall of 1999
my wife and I had our first big trip to the Northern
Hemisphere.  Until that stage our only overseas travel
had been to other Pacific countries.

We arrived in Europe about the 5th September and were
met by our son and his delightful new Oriental fiancee
who we met for the first time.  Here were these two
"country hicks" that she had only just met, and as our
son had to work, she very bravely offered to guide us
around the big city.

The next day we went on an orientation tour through the
major tourist areas of this fascinating city, but one
small point sticks vividly in my mind.

We arrived in a Square just about lunch time and of
course the square was packed with the inevitable
pigeons, office workers and families having lunch and
feeding the birds.  (I understand they are attempting
to get rid of the pigeons which is a great pity.)

My wife and future daughter in law had walked a short
distance ahead while I was taking the inevitable
tourist type photos, when out of the corner of my eye I
noticed something.  I realised that a young girl of
about 10 or so was squatting while feeding the pigeons.
What caught my attention was that due to reflected
light from the pavement I was able to see under her
dress and it became apparent that the legs of her
panties were very loose.  I was able to use the camera
lens to zoom in and had a delightful view of everything
she possessed.

That was the first time that I wished that I owned a
digital camera as there was no way I could have risked
taking a picture, much as I wished I could.  This
delightful sojourn was interrupted when her mother
called and I had to clear my head and rejoin my family.
Regards to you all,

'girl luvr'
-------------------------------------------------------------------





'Alessandro' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

I would like to caution everyone about the popular site
www.jessithekid.com, which appears to be a nice legal
girl-loving site.  But I am having trouble getting an
order, and cannot log-in.  I sent them $30 and regret I
haven't had any of what I ordered, nor a clear answer,
only junk answers of the type: "any problem with your
order?"  This, with no progress, for weeks and weeks.
I would welcome hearing the experience of others with
this site.  Thank you.

Best,

'Alessandro'
-------------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings digest ]



USA: _APA says 'sexual orientation' therapy doesn't work_
New Zealand: _New laws proposed_

Internet: _New treaty threatens freedom of Internet_
USA: _What Ever Happened To Play?_
UK: _The hidden cost of free condoms_
UK: _Trials in an age of consent_




Science:
-------------------------------------------------------

May 10th 2001

_APA says 'sexual orientation' therapy doesn't work_

NEW YORK -- The American Psychiatric Association (APA)
said on Thursday that the organization "maintains there
is no published scientific evidence supporting the
efficacy of reparative therapy as a treatment to change
one's sexual orientation."

Such therapy consists of counseling and other
techniques, and organizations that encourage its use
tend to be socially and religiously conservative.  The
APA says that the psychological risks of such therapy
are "great," because having a therapist who is aligned
with societal prejudices "may reinforce self-hatred
already experienced by the patient."

APA was reacting to results of a telephone interview
survey with 143 men and 57 women who tried sexual
reorientation therapy, presented at a session of the
APA annual meeting exploring the issues involved in
sexual orientation therapy.

In 1998 and 2000, the APA condemned so-called
'reparative therapy' and said it was unethical for
psychiatrists to participate in it.

"There is no scientific evidence in any peer-reviewed
journal that supports changing people's sexual
orientation," said Dr. Marshall Forstein, an assistant
professor of psychiatry at Harvard Medical School.

-------------------------------------------------------





New Zealand:
--------------------------------------------------------

[...]  Government MP Tim Barnett says a recent
amendment to the Crimes Act has lifted to 18 the
minimum age of a person with whom it is lawful to have
paid sex, but an underage prostitute's client can still
plead ignorance of how old she or he is.

Mr Barnett has a private member's bill before a
parliamentary select committee which, as well as aiming
to decriminalise prostitution, seeks jail terms of up
to seven years with no excuses for people who have paid
sex with under-18s.

--------------------------------------------------------





Internet: censorship & privacy:
--------------------------------------------------------

_New treaty threatens freedom of Internet_

May 8th 2001

RIVERSIDE, Calif. -- Since early last year, the
Council of Europe has been drafting a new international
treaty that attempts to level the playing field for law
enforcement of computer crimes.  The new law is aptly
named the "International Cybercrime Treaty" and is
online here.  Does the name scare you yet?  It should.

One of the goals of the treaty is to allow foreign
authorities to extradite suspects from the United
States and other countries for acts that violate the
laws of said foreign authorities.  In other words, the
treaty provides for extradition of U.S. citizens for
acts that are legal in the United States, but illegal
in another country.

A brief example: In late 2000, Yahoo! was sued by
France for not self-censoring auctions that contained
Nazi memorabilia.  In the United States, where the
company is based and the servers are hosted, this is
legal.  In France, however, it is not.  Since French
citizens were able to access these items over the
Internet, France sued on behalf of its national laws in
French court.  Yahoo! lost the case and is now
required to abide by this law.  Under the new treaty,
France would be able to do a lot more than demand that
Yahoo! change future business practices.

Scared yet?  This is only the humble beginning.  We'll
start by summarizing the three substantive sections of
the new treaty.

Section 1, Substantive Criminal Law, requires signing
nations to criminalize certain offenses, including:

-- Illegal access to or interference with computer
systems; illegal interception of computer
communications and interference with computerized data.

-- Use of a computer system to engage in conduct that
is otherwise a crime, such as forgery, fraud or child
pornography.

-- Willful, commercial-scale copyright infringement.
Section 2, Procedural Law, requires that signing
nations adopt procedural laws to facilitate criminal
investigations:

-- Parties to the treaty (governments) must be
authorized to issue orders to "preserve" or freeze
information stored in any computer.

-- Governments must be authorized to access to any
information stored in computers, including information
identifying subscribers to computer communications
systems (Article 18).

-- Parties must grant broad search and seizure powers,
including the authority to order any person to provide
information on how to retrieve data (Article 19).

-- Parties must empower the government to conduct
criminal investigations via real-time interception of
communications on all systems, including telephone
networks.  Section 3, Jurisdiction, requires
governments to extradite certain suspects for
prosecution, cooperate with evidence collection efforts
and help intercept communications, with certain
exceptions.  The cooperative provisions include:

-- Extradition of suspects, limited to offenses
established in Articles 2-11 of the treaty (Article
25).

-- Preservation of records stored in a computer
system.

-- Disclosure of data transmission records.

-- Mutual assistance in search and seizure of
computers.

-- Real-time interceptions of transactional data and
communication content.

If you read these summaries, you will notice there is
no real restriction on the abuse or use of each
authoritative body's power to nullify any right to
privacy specified in the Constitution of the United
States.  Any foreign policing authority can request
that our police spy on our own citizens for the
purposes of prosecution under foreign laws.

Article 25 is noteworthy because it authorizes foreign
authorities to request your extradition to another
country, where you will be prosecuted under its laws,
despite the fact that you are a U.S. citizen and
committed no crime while within that country's borders.

Imagine, if you will, a journalist interviewing a
neo-Nazi organizer in Germany.  The journalist plans to
use the interview to write a cover story for Time
magazine.  The German police could easily request a
"freeze" of all data on both computers used by the
individuals, as well as request to see all the log
files kept on file at their respective Internet Service
Providers (ISPs) and network providers.

Furthermore, Germany could demand that the United
States order the ISP to turn over the journalist's
subscription data under Article 18. Under Article 19,
Germany could even demand that the United States order
the ISP provide an expert to assist them in retrieving
the data.

Granted, some people are probably thinking that this is
acceptable if it will rid us of the societal ills that
can be found on the Internet.  Some people are so
emphatically against such ills that they are willing to
go to any extreme to prevent anyone from accessing such
data, including eliminating privacy provisions in the
Constitution and the Council of Europe's European
Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms.

As Benjamin Franklin said: "Those who would exchange
essential liberties for a little extra security deserve
neither."  I don't believe that Americans would
knowingly make the exchange proposed by this treaty.
If the United States does sign this treaty, it will
likely be in the face of silence from the voting
public.

Another major problem with the treaty is the economic
cost of setting up the infrastructure to permit such
abuses to occur.  In 1994, the Communications
Assistance for Law Enforcement Act (CALEA) authorized
government agencies to intercept and record all phone
conversations at will, with no warrant or even reason
to suspect wrongdoing.  After this bill was passed, the
costs incurred by the telecommunications companies were
then passed on to us.  Internet communications were
exempt from CALEA.  However, this new treaty grants
powers so massive that companies might have to spend
billions to install access methods, as well as
additional storage and logging facilities to comply
with the "freeze" requirements.

In addition to the infrastructure costs, the
productivity costs associated with complying with the
requests of foreign governments could cost millions in
downtime and employee time needed to process the
hijacked data.  The other key issue at stake here is
the current borderless nature of the Internet.  Right
now, anyone can access data from nearly anywhere in the
world.  If many countries adopt this treaty, countries
would be forced to carve out their own borders on the
Internet, effectively destroying the free exchange of
information we currently enjoy.

It would be akin to the imperialism and colonialism of
the early 1800s, with wars being fought over resources,
borders being drawn and redrawn, and history being
written by the winner.

Currently, industry coalitions and civil liberties
groups are urging their European counterparts to oppose
the treaty.  They're banking on the fact that few
Europeans know that the U.S. Department of Justice is
the primary architect of this treaty.

However, there is a surprisingly large amount of
complacency and ignorance towards this threatening new
treaty.  Reactions range from outright embracement of
this intrusion into our way of life, to simply
recommending changes to the draft treaty.

I believe the treaty is an atrocity and goes against
American and foreign civil liberties.  I believe the
treaty must be stopped dead in its tracks.  Even if the
treaty were a good idea from an economic perspective,
which it isn't, we must stop it in order to preserve
our rights.  We must stop it in order to preserve our
right to be governed by people we elect, to be held
accountable for domestic and not foreign laws, and to
prevent foreign governments from abusing our
constitutionally guaranteed rights under the First,
Fourth and Fifth Amendments.

Whether or not you care about politics, parties or
anything of that sort, now would be a very good time to
write your representatives in the federal government to
assure yourself that they will not get your vote if
they support this treaty.

-------------------------------------------------------





USA: play:
-------------------------------------------------------

_What Ever Happened To Play?_

22nd April 2001

Theresa Collins lives next to a park, but her kids
don't play there all that often.  For one thing, all
three of her children lead busy lives, what with
school, piano lessons, soccer practice and the constant
distraction of the home computer.  What's more, she
fears that the park is dangerous.  "I've heard of
people exposing themselves there," says Theresa, a
42-year-old special-education teacher in Sarasota, Fla.
And while she's not sure if the scary stories are true,
she would rather be safe than sorry, like so many other
contemporary parents.  Her daughter Erica, 9, isn't
allowed to visit the park without her brother
Christopher, 11, who wasn't permitted to play alone
there until about a month ago.  As for Matthew, 16, who
might have supervised Christopher, he avoids the park
by choice.  He favors video games.  "It's a shame,"
says Theresa.  So why doesn't she take the kids to the
park?  "It's boring.  And I don't have time," she says.
"When I'm home, I have a lot to do here."

No wonder America's swing sets are feeling lonely.
With so many roving flashers to elude, so many
high-tech skills to master, so many crucial tests to
pass and so many anxious parents to reassure, children
seem to be playing less and less these days.  Even
hassled grownups are starting to notice.  "We're taking
away childhood," says Dorothy Sluss, a professor of
early-childhood education at East Tennessee State
University.  "We don't value play in our society.  It
has become a four-letter word."

Statistics back her up.  In 1981, according to
University of Michigan researchers, the average
school-age child had 40% of the day for free time -
meaning hours left over after sleeping, eating,
studying and engaging in organized activities.  By
1997, the figure was down to 25%.

The very existence of research studies on play suggests
that ours is a serious society that can take the fun
out of almost anything, including the issue of fun
itself.  That's why any list of the enemies of play
must begin with adults, who make the rules.  If play is
endangered, it's parents who have endangered it,
particularly those who feel that less goofing off in
the name of youthful achievement is a good thing.  See
Dick run.  Well, that's fine for little Dick, but
wouldn't most parents rather raise a Jane who sits
still, studies and gets into Harvard?

If so, they're shortsighted, say the experts on play.
Alvin Rosenfeld, co-author of _The Over-Scheduled Child:
Avoiding the Hyper-Parenting Trap_, holds an
old-fashioned view of play: it's joyful and emotionally
nourishing.  Stuart Brown, a retired psychiatrist and
founder of the Institute for Play in Carmel Valley,
Calif., believes that too little play may have a dark
side.  What Brown calls "play deprivation" can lead, he
says, to depression, hostility and the loss of "the
things that make us human beings."  Play doesn't just
make kids happy, healthy and human.  It may also make
them smarter, says Rosenfeld.  Today's mania for
raising young Einsteins, he observes, might have
destroyed the real Einstein - a notorious dreamer who
earned poor grades in school but somewhere in his
frolics divined the formula for the relationship
between matter and energy.  Play refreshes and
stimulates the mind, it seems.  And "frequent breaks
may actually make kids more interested in learning,"
according to Rhonda Clements, a Hofstra University
professor of physical education.

The case for play is simple and intuitive, which is
what makes the decline of play a mystery.  If Dick can
run wild and get into Princeton too, then why isn't he
out there running his little head off?  That play has
real value won't surprise most parents.  That their kid
horses around less than they did when they were young
probably doesn't shock them either.  The puzzle is,
where did all the playtime go?  Millie Wilcox, 60,
thinks she knows.  The retired nurse and mother of two
grown boys (one of them being this writer) doesn't have
a Ph.D. in child psychology, just a memory of her own
Ohio childhood picking elderberries in the alley and
once - imagine doing this today - playing house inside
a cardboard box set smack dab in the middle of the
street.  "There wasn't so much traffic back then," says
Wilcox, "and it seems like every neighborhood had a
vacant lot.  Vacant lots were important.  Plus, our
mothers were around during the day, and they knew
everyone on the block, so they weren't scared for us."

There's common sense behind Wilcox's nostalgia for her
old stamping grounds.  After all, play needs to happen
somewhere - preferably somewhere safe and open and not
entirely dominated by grownups - but those idyllic
somewheres are growing scarce.  "In the huge rush to
build shopping malls and banks," says Clements, "no
one is thinking about where kids can play.  That
doesn't generate tax revenue."

What about those inviting vacant lots?  "There's
practically no such thing anymore," laments urban
planner Robin Moore, a former president of the
International Association for the Child's Right to
Play.  Thanks to sidewalk-free subdivisions, congested
roads and ubiquitous commercial developments, "all the
free space has been spoken for," says Moore.  Roger
Hart, an environmental psychologist at the City
University of New York, cites a general "disinvestment
in public space" as one reason children are playing
less outdoors.  Even public sandboxes are vanishing.
Says Hart: "People have become paranoid about animal
waste."  What's more, as the average family size gets
smaller and suburban houses are built farther apart,
"kids have a harder time simply finding each other
than they used to," Moore says.

Parental fear is also a factor.  Fear of molesters,
bacteria, zooming SUVs.  Neighbors who own guns.
Neighbors who let their kids eat refined sugar.  The
list is as lengthy as last Sunday's newspaper, and it
grows longer with every new edition.  "It used to be,"
Hart says, "that in the presence of one another, kids
formed a critical mass to keep each other safe.  Gone
are the days when children make any of their own
plans."  Their fearful, ambitious parents made plans
for them, but these plans don't always mesh,
unfortunately.  A suburban Chicago mom who wishes to
remain anonymous called up a school friend of her
daughter's to arrange a play date.  The kindergartner
was booked solid.  "It seems like kids today are always
on the way to somewhere," complains the disillusioned
mom.

-------------------------------------------------------





UK: sex education:
-------------------------------------------------------

8th May 2001

_The hidden cost of free condoms_

  It's National Condom Week and young people will soon be
  able to get free condoms at their doctors' surgeries -
  but only after undergoing tuition in New Labour-style
  sexual morality.


  In that lifelong quest for personal and professional
development which it is my duty to pursue as a doctor
in the new National Health Service, I recently attended
a course - at the taxpayer's expense - entitled
'Hackney GP Condom Scheme Training'.  According to UK
prime minister Tony Blair, 'Britain has the worst
record on teenage pregnancy in Europe', so the
government has established a special unit and has
invested 60million UKP over three years to achieve the
target of cutting the pregnancy rate by half (1).  In
Hackney, which has one of the highest rates in Britain,
doctors and nurses have been chosen to take the crusade
forward.  The strategic device in the campaign to
curtail youthful sexual activity is the humble condom.

  Before I arrived at the course - widely advertised as
mandatory for both GPs [MD's] and practice nurses in
surgeries that want to secure supplies of free condoms
to give out to patients - the invitation had already
raised a few questions.

  Why is teenage pregnancy suddenly regarded as such a
problem?  A closer look at the figures reveals a high
degree of government 'spin'.  It may be true that
Britain has a higher rate than other European
countries, but it is still lower than Canada's or New
Zealand's; in the USA the rate is more than twice that
in Britain.  In many respects Britain has more in
common with these countries than those of continental
Europe, in which low levels of fertility have been a
recurring focus of social and political concern over
the past century.

  Contrary to the media impression of a recent upsurge
in births to teenagers, the rate of teenage pregnancy
has been fairly steady, with minor fluctuations over
the past two decades after a fall in the 1970s (2).
There was some increase in the early 1980s and a
further decline in the early 1990s.  The 1995 pill
scare produced a temporary rise, but this was seen in
all age groups.

  Furthermore, the total number of babies born to
teenagers is fairly small.  Though the government
trumpets the headline figure of 90,000 teenage
pregnancies, the vast majority of these are among
young women well over the age-of-consent - 18- and
19-year olds - and around a third end in abortions.

The government's 1999 report noted 7700 conceptions
among girls under 16, of which more than half had
terminations.  The facts that nearly 3700 girls of
school age are having babies and a similar number
undergoing abortions is undoubtedly a serious issue for
them and their families - but in a nation of 55 million
people it would appear to be a relatively minor social
problem.

  Nor is pregnancy necessarily a problem for teenagers.
A few weeks ago, an 18-year-old couple, Polish-speaking
gypsies recently arrived in London, came in to my
surgery complaining of three years of infertility.  In
a community in which early marriage and childbearing
are traditional, failure to achieve teenage pregnancy
may be regarded a serious problem.

  The government's report noted three ethnic minorities
which are 'at substantially greater risk of teenage
pregnancy': Bangladeshi, African Caribbean and
Pakistani.  All these communities are strongly
represented in east London, no doubt partly explaining
the high teenage pregnancy rate.  Though the report
acknowledges that 'the reasons for these variations are
very complex', it seems not to recognise that
government initiatives that are insensitive to cultural
particularities are likely to fail.

  All the official reports emphasise associations
between teenage pregnancy and wider social problems of
poverty, poor housing, poor education, poor prospects
and low expectations.  No doubt some young people
choose to have a baby because this provides them with a
source of identity and purpose that is otherwise
lacking in their lives.  A campaign that focuses
narrowly on trying to deter teenage pregnancy and
ignores poverty seems unlikely to have much impact.

  The origins of the campaign against teenage pregnancy
in the government's unit dealing with problems of
'social exclusion' indicate that it has wider social
objectives than merely deterring conceptions.
Campaigners are keen to point out that their programmes
also aim to provide more support to teenage parents.
Numerous schemes offer parenting classes and other
forms of counselling to young mothers - and are
particularly enthusiastic about engaging young fathers.

  The Social Exclusion Unit is preoccupied by the
concern that many young people, especially young men,
especially young black men, are becoming increasingly
alienated from society.  They are more likely to be
excluded from school, to drop out of further education,
to be unemployed, to become involved in drugs and
crime, and to end up in prison.  The government hopes
that initiatives around issues of sex can provide some
point of contact between disaffected youth and
professionals working for the state.

  Why choose GPs to front the condom campaign?  The
familiar avuncular figure in a tweed jacket with
leather elbow patches does not seem the obvious choice
to distribute condoms to truculent teenagers.  Young
people - especially boys - have traditionally been
infrequent attenders at GPs' surgeries.

  How things have changed!  The old-style aloof GP has
largely been replaced by a younger generation of
doctors who are much more likely to be female, with
earnestly cultivated communication skills.  Young
people are now flocking into surgeries just like their
elders, seeking immunisations, screening tests and
reassurance about the latest health scare.  Whereas
young people often scorn teachers and social workers,
doctors appear at least in a more neutral if not more
benign light.  While the government is keen to deliver
more and more of its social policies through GPs'
surgeries, the condom campaigners are anxiously
encouraging doctors to make their waiting rooms and
their reception staff more welcoming towards
self-conscious teenagers - and their boisterous mates.

  Why condoms?  This most unreliable and unsatisfactory
method of contraception appears an unlikely choice for
a campaign aiming to reduce teenage pregnancy.  Though
the intensive promotion of condoms in the era of AIDS
has gone some way towards overcoming historical
associations with soldiers and brothels, condoms are
still widely regarded as inimical to passion, dampening
to finer sensations and rather tacky.

  They also have a high failure rate.  Studies suggest
that the overall failure rate in the first year of use
is between two and fifteen pregnancies (per 100
woman-years).  While results are better for couples
over the age of 35 (the failure rate: 2.9), for those
between 25 and 34 they are twice as high (6.0); failure
rates for teenagers are likely to be even higher (see
note 3).

  By comparison, the failure rate of the combined oral
contraceptive pill is between 0.2 and 3.  Perhaps
suitable for middle-aged couples with routine sex-lives
and low fertility, condoms are particularly
inappropriate for the typical teenage combination of
hectic sexual activity and high fertility.

  In the section on contraception for 'the very young'
in his authoritative handbook, Professor John
Guillebaud, Britain's leading authority on family
planning, does not even mention condoms.  He emphasises
that 'for many young women, the most suitable initial
method currently remains a modern, low-oestrogen,
combined oral contraceptive' (4).  In an earlier book
he commented that condoms required 'a very high degree
of motivation and extremely meticulous use', noting
that 'these characteristics are regrettably possessed
by relatively few men' (and, we might add, even fewer
teenagers) (5).  Though condoms have been made much
more widely available - and fairly cheaply - over the
past decade, this has not apparently reduced teenage
pregnancies.  It is difficult to believe that giving
them away free will make much difference.

  Though condoms might help to curtail sexually
transmitted infections, the goal of preventing
pregnancy would be better achieved by making the pill -
in both the routine and the 'morning-after' forms -
more easily available, or even by popularising
contraceptive implants.  From the perspective of
the government, the defect of all these methods is that
they focus on young women.  The advantage of pushing
condoms to the fore is that this technique relies on
the active participation of the male.  It thus becomes
clear that, for the government, it is more important to
get young men into doctors' surgeries than it is to
reduce the rate of teenage pregnancies.  The Hackney
condom training course revealed why.

  The course was run by two rather stern and prim young
ladies.  In the first half we were instructed how to
use condoms; in the second we were 'taught' the
importance of confidentiality.  The principle seemed to
be that before we could be considered qualified to
patronise the youth of Hackney we had to have the
experience of being patronised ourselves.

  The highlight of the day was the demonstration, using
a dildo, of how to use a condom.  Under the scheme,
each GP surgery is to be issued with a dildo so that
doctors and nurses can pass on their newly acquired
skills to their teenage patients.  At some length the
trainer explained the intricacies of checking the seal
and the expiry date, removing the condom from the
packet (not with the teeth and careful with those sharp
nails!), getting it the right way around, applying it
to the penis and then removing it and disposing of it.
We were warned of the importance of storing condoms at
the right temperature and avoiding sunlight.

  It was striking that, though the trainer had
obviously done this performance on many occasions, she
enjoyed the frisson of embarrassment when she produced
the dildo and the slightly anxious giggles provoked by
her requests for audience participation.  My first
reaction was one of some amusement at the silliness of
this spectacle together with some irritation at the
notion that both ourselves and our teenage patients
needed such intensive instruction in skills that
generations of men seem to have acquired spontaneously,
even in the dark.  But I quickly realised that the
dildo performance had a more profound significance.

  By presenting the banal act of applying a condom as a
task of great technical complexity, the trainer
established the need for expert tuition as a condition
for providing condoms.  'Me highly trained expert - you
unbelievably incompetent': these were the terms of the
relationship between the trainer and those undergoing
training on the course, with the implication that they
were shortly to be reproduced between doctor and
teenage patient in the surgery.

  The performance also rendered the obscene
commonplace: though the depiction of the erect penis
remains taboo - indeed illegal - in Britain, here was a
group of health professionals calmly observing, even
better handling, a highly naturalistic representation
of this most profane and menacing of human organs in
its state of maximal arousal.  By giving a customarily
private and personal experience a public and impersonal
character, the condom demonstration aims to break down
embarrassment about the discussion of intimate matters
of sex and relationships.  Once doctors and nurses have
overcome their personal inhibitions in these areas,
then they will - equipped with their own dildo and
stock of condoms - be able to break down the reserve of
their teenage patients.

  The condom thus provides a means, not merely of
getting teenagers into the surgery, but of gaining
professional access to their inner lives.

  In the second half of the course - focusing on
confidentiality - the wider ambitions of the campaign
against teenage pregnancy emerged more clearly.
According to the book - 'a toolkit' - distributed to
course attendees, 'improving young people's trust in
the confidentiality of their practice should help
remove one of the main obstacles that deter some
teenagers from seeking early sexual health advice'.
(_Confidentiality and Young People: improving
teenagers' uptake of sexual and other health advice_ is
endorsed by the Royal College of General Practitioners,
the British Medical Association, the Royal College of
Nursing and others, and is funded by the Department of
Health and the Teenage Pregnancy Unit).

  This document - and the course - reiterate the
familiar principles of confidentiality, which is always
useful but may be of limited value in dealing with the
complexities of problems that arise in day-to-day
practice.  My objection that these issues, the 'bread
and butter' of general practice, are well understood by
GPs was met by the rejoinder that some young people
have reported breaches of confidentiality.  On the
basis of such anecdotes, it is considered necessary
that all GPs receive elementary tuition in these
matters - from people who have neither knowledge nor
experience of general practice.  Suitably humbled by
the course, doctors will be better equipped to humble
their patients.

  Establishing trust is crucial to turning the request
for condoms into a wider discussion.  'What issues will
be raised when the condoms are distributed?'  asks the
Hackney Condom Protocol:

  'You may want to discuss issues such as: ensuring
that the young person is sure they want to engage in a
sexual relationship, whether they want to talk to their
parents about relationships and sex.'

  It is in these discussions, beginning from
suggestions that subtly discourage sexual activity,
that the crucial moralising mission of the condom
crusade is accomplished.

  The moralistic character of the condom programme is
disguised by its superficially permissive character -
and by the way that its advocates deny having any moral
agenda and proclaim their 'non-judgemental'
credentials.  The scheme flaunts a wide range of
condoms: 'nature condoms, noppy condoms, flavoured
condoms, also ultra-strong condoms and lube available
for young gay men or those exploring their sexuality.'
Indeed, it insists that condom posters and publicity
material are displayed prominently in the surgery.  Yet
underlying this - rather childish - contempt for the
sensitivities of an older and more reticent generation,
lurks a deeply anti-sex and misanthropic message.

  The assumptions about teenage sexuality underlying
the teenage pregnancy campaign have an overwhelmingly
negative character.  As the Social Exculsion Unit
report puts it, 'Sex among teenagers is often
opportunistic, unplanned, affected by alcohol and takes
place outside of any long-term commitment'.  (Of
course, sex among adults is never like this!)  The
campaigners assume that if teenagers become pregnant,
it is because they are ignorant about sex and about
contraception, not because they have chosen to have a
baby.  If young people are having sex, campaigners
believe that this implies that they have 'low
self-esteem', not that they are expanding their range of
experience.

  Young people are believed to be succumbing to the
pressure of their peers and the mass media, not
engaging in a collective project of experimentation and
self-discovery.  Sex is associated with abusive and
coercive relationships, not with love, passion or
friendship.  All teenage relationships, whether with
partners, peers or parents, are depicted as potentially
damaging, requiring careful negotiation, 'supported'
and regulated by professionals, counsellors and
mentors.

  Instead of behaving spontaneously and impulsively in
sexual matters, young people must now learn how to
negotiate and pursue their affairs in a calculating and
instrumental manner.  Sexual health workers emphasise
that sex should be undertaken as a deliberate choice,
with fully informed consent.  But in the real world
occupied by teenagers, learning about sex and
relationships is an inevitably fraught process, in
which people do things that on mature reflection they
wish they hadn't, experience triumphs and disasters,
and usually emerge as mature adults, all the wiser for
their mistakes.

  If teenagers are obliged to conduct their
relationships under the glare of adult professional
supervision, this process is likely to be
jeopardised rather than enhanced.

  Doctors' particular contribution to the disparagement
of teenage sexuality is to emphasise the danger of
sexually transmitted infections.  The first bullet
point on the 'toolkit' list of reasons why young people
need confidentiality is the claim that '16-19 year old
women have the highest rate of chlamydia of any age
group'.  Thus promoters of 'sexual health' invoke the
spectre of 'sexual disease' to discourage youthful
sexual experimentation.  Just as the menace of HIV
displaced the herpes scare of the 1980s, now chlamydia
- and the risk of infertility - has become the new
favourite in the world of health promotion.
Fortunately, chlamydia can be easily detected and
rapidly treated (6).

  Having enticed teenagers into the surgery with brazen
free condom posters, GPs and nurses can then discuss
sex freely in the context of infectious disease and
toxic relationships.  Thus the condom provides the
framework for the promotion of a new form of moral
regulation of youthful sexual behaviour.

  Nor are the anti-sex campaigners content to restrict
their activities to trying to put young people off sex.
The confidentiality toolkit emphasises that young
people should be encouraged 'to seek advice on other
personal issues too, such as drugs, bullying and
depression'.  Whether or not GPs are competent to
advise teenagers on such matters - and whether or not
these areas should be considered legitimate concerns of
medical practice - the dynamic behind the teenage
pregnancy campaign towards wider and deeper intrusion
in the intimate personal lives of young people is
clear.

  The Hackney condom course exposes something of the
psychology underlying the campaign against teenage
pregnancy, one of New Labour's flagship initiatives.
This government has developed something of an obsession
with the problems of youth: its measures against
antisocial behaviour, football hooliganism and 'yob
culture' reveal a pervasive fear, amounting almost to
hatred, of young people.

  The teenage pregnancy campaign projects the social
anxieties of the ruling elite in the form of a bleak
vision of the sexual depravity of young people.  The
priapic phallus paraded at the condom course symbolises
the forces of chaos and disorder that are so
threatening to Tony Blair and his colleagues.  The
moral crusade disguised in the teenage pregnancy
campaign offers a mechanism for containing adolescent
sexuality and for controlling the behaviour of
disaffected youth.

  It is no secret that laddish bravado generally
conceals insecurity, and this insecurity is often
greatest in the sphere of sexuality.  Through the
agency of compliant GPs and nurses, the teenage
pregnancy campaign aims to reach parts that politicians
alone could never reach, seeking to exploit
vulnerabilities, physical and emotional, that are a
familiar feature of adolescence.

  To any teenager attracted by the offer of free
condoms from their GP, I would say: be careful.  The
hidden cost of a packet of condoms is the surrender of
your personal life to professional intrusion,
especially if you are underage.  Though your GP or
practice nurse may simply regard the scheme as a means
of distributing free condoms, beware that this
programme is driven by an outlook that lacks respect
for young people, for their parents, for doctors and
nurses, indeed - and this is the rotten root of the
official ideology - for humanity itself.

Notes:

(1) *Teenage Pregnancy*, Social Exclusion Unit, June 1999
(2) *Young people and pregnancy: a review of research*,
Cabinet Office, 2000
(3) John Gillebaud, *Contraception Today* (Third Edition)
Martin Dunitz, 1997
(4) Guillebaud, 1997, p3
(5) John Guillebaud, *Contraception: your questions
answered*, Churchill Livingstone, 1986

-------------------------------------------------------





UK: comment:
-------------------------------------------------------

_Trials in an age of consent_

Two cases of underage sex reveal more about class than
morality


May 12th 2001

The British newspapers have been obsessed this week
with sexual irresponsibility.  They do not - inevitably
- mean by this the shocking case in which a 70-year-old
press tycoon with substantial British interests
impregnated his young third wife, thus massively
increasing the child's risk of being left fatherless
and complicating his business inheritance.

There has been a curious shortage of articles urging
the immediate distribution of contraceptives to aged
media barons.  Editorial rhetoric has been directed
instead towards the case of a pregnant 12-year-old in
Rotherham who was unable to specify which among a
quintet of lovers was responsible.

Rotherham was already associated with frightening
sexual statistics - under-16s have a one in a hundred
chance of becoming pregnant - but few had imagined that
these under-age mothers had only a one in five chance
of correctly identifying the father.  How could this
have happened?  Curiously, tabloid moral panic about a
case in which the state is accused of failing to
prevent underage sex has co-existed this week with
another case in which the crown has been criticised for
taking an interest in intercourse between two minors.
A Bedfordshire teenager was jailed for the rape of a
girl who was 15 at the time of the encounter.

The version presented by the girl is of uninvited
intercourse.  His defence was that she had consented to
sex but asked him to stop at "the last minute" but that
he, as an inexperienced lover, was unable to.  This
honesty - if honesty it was - amounted to an admission
and led to his conviction.

For those who take the male's side - as several
newspapers did - the issue here is that the legal
system encourages defendants to lie.  This could only
be corrected by an American-style system of
plea-bargaining in advance of trial.  But the most
frightening aspect of this case was highlighted by the
newspaper which commendably printed the two
participants' accounts side by side.  When I read his
evidence, it seemed entirely convincing.  When I turned
to hers, it was entirely plausible as well.  This
exercise underlined the long-held fear that rape cases
in which the sole evidence is verbal can only be judged
by prejudice or instinct.

What also struck me was a striking disparity in the
tabloid press's treatment of these cases, which is not
entirely accounted for by the youth of the girl who
became pregnant.  The bonking in Rotherham is presented
as evidence of nymphomania or delinquency encouraged by
a sex-crazed society.  The sex in Bedfordshire has been
depicted - by the boy's defenders - as adolescent
lovemaking, which was subject to an unfortunate
misunderstanding, even though it is a specific part of
the evidence in the latter case that contraception was
not used.

A clue to these different interpretations comes in the
careful explanation in preambles to the Bedfordshire
case that the jailed boy comes from a stable
middle-class home.  What is 'indiscriminate shagging'
on a northern estate is 'normal sexual experimentation'
in a dormitory town.  What is clear from both cases is
that the judicial assumption that sexual maturity and
judgment begin at 16 bears no relation to the actual
interplay of hormones and pheromones in most places.
It is also apparent that the law is terrible at sex.

The judicial position is that the impregnation of the
Rotherham 12-year-old was definitely a crime and the
father, if identified, is likely to be jailed.  Yet the
really frightening thing for society is that it is
perfectly possible - perhaps likely - that the girl
consented to and even welcomed the events: because it
was the most fun to be had in her life or because it
was the nearest thing to love available.  Even jailing
the father of her child is unlikely to have a deterrent
effect because it is in the nature of such sexual
encounters that the consequences are ignored.  As for
the Bedfordshire case - in which I would personally, as
a juror, have refused to reach a verdict either way -
it demonstrates again that the law fails when trying
any accusation of rape in which there is not clear
forensic evidence of force or coercion.

Taken together, what these moral panics over youthful
sexual activity reveal is our powerlessness in the face
of this subject.  If murders occur, there are reliable
and solid options for politicians and pundits to
invoke: more police, tighter gun laws.  Even the drug
deaths of the young invite a call for a crackdown on
dealers.  But Rotherham and Bedfordshire have the feel
of occasional inevitabilities.  We can talk about the
need for sexual or moral education - liberals waving
condoms, Christians the Bible - but do any of us really
believe these measures could have prevented these
events?  It is even pointless to make the traditional
call at such times for the passing of a law because, in
both the northern and southern intercourse, the males
were (because of the age of the females) committing a
criminal act even before the complications of pregnancy
and rape.

The death penalty for underage sex is the only judicial
deterrent left, but even President George Bush might
hesitate at such legislation.  We'd all like to hope
our children will be good but, in the end, it may come
down to luck or care.

-------------------------------------------------------
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'BlueCrow' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Hello!  Congratulations to 'Dia', who finally has
'convinced' me to take part in the mailing-list.

'Dia' wrote:
>Go into the darkness

I've been there already.  Took hell a lot of trouble to
get out of it.  So, I prefer to stay on the light side
of life, which still is hard enough.

>Little girls don't know

???  Knowledge & personality are totally different
subjects of discussion, that have not at all got
anything to do with the size of bodies.  If, however,
anyone at all is truly capable of 'knowing' then it
would be a little girl between seven & eleven.

>You love your delusion ?

It's not a delusion.  Why do you want freedom of
communication & self-determinism limit to the age &
size of an elusive group of adult bodies? We are
talking about JUSTICE here. If YOU grant yourself the
right to go back to 'doom' & 'despondency' then PLEASE
do not deny anybody else the right to choose for LOVE &
HAPPINESS.

>Where they 'normal' ?

Huh ??? You'd like to cut my mind into little cubes &
put it under your microscope, or what ?  Apart from my
last two working brain cells you wouldn't find anything
of use in there, I am afraid :)

>. . . absolutely ruined by pedophiles ?

YOU shouldn't have perverted the definition in first
place.  Also, those heavy Latin & Greek syllables don't
do you any good.  Look, here at ASGL-L people are
talking about 'girl-love'.  Love in the sense of
affection, understanding, appreciating the beautiful
personality of girls.  Sorry, but the 'complaints
department' for clearing up misunderstood words hasn't
opened up yet I am afraid.

> Look, if anyone here actually, miraculously, could
obtain a girl-girlfriend, how would life be?

Nobody has the right to 'obtain' anybody.  Please let
me correct your sentence to: 'If there is a
friendship/love with a little girl, how would life be ?
My answer then is: 'We are talking about the
definition of life itself, without love to little girls
life is impossible for mankind.'  EVERY civilization,
group, individual on the planet died beginning from the
moment when they stopped to cherish their love for
little girls.

NEVER put that in question !!!

'BlueCrow'
-------------------------------------------------------------




'Dalderious' writes"
-------------------------------------------------------------

> As to the rest of what you said,  I have a question:
> If you argue to get at the truth, and you have the
> conviction of your beliefs (i.e. you believe that
> you know the truth), then how can you say that you
> do
> not argue to win?  In order for the argument to be
> worth something, both people must, in the end, agree
> on the truth.  If they do not, then at least one
> person has not arrived at the truth.  In order to
> best arrive at the truth, it is necessary to
> understand the lie, so that it may be countered.  It
> has nothing to do with "living happily ever after",
> it is simply that to get to the truth it is
> necessary to expose the lies for what they are, and
> in order to do that, one must know the lies.

I believe in a specific form of argument.  First step
is to find the exact point where you argue.  For
example, if two people are arguing the use of corporal
punishment, they may scream 'yes' and 'no' to each other
all day long.  It could be that they really agree, but
the one who is against it is because he does not
believe it can be administered properly.  Which means
that the arguments now shifts from ideology to
administration.  Without first finding the exact point
of argument, the argument is worthless.  I like to
think of it as the "pyramid effect".  You must find the
smallest point otherwise your arguments are out of
scope.

If two people find this point, they must now find a
point "under" that in which they do agree.  Whether the
most simple points such as absolute or non-absolute, or
a much closer theme.  Usually people agree on most
things, but there is some point where they differ.
Then much later this becomes an arguing point.

It is between these two points that two people must
argue the logic of their views.  Starting from the
point where they agree they can use points as "building
blocks" and go from there.  Each will try to put their
own block there, and the two must vehemently argue as
to its value.  Logic itself would then be the true
judge.

If either were to "understand" the other's point of
view, it would take away from his ability to argue.  It
should be somewhat personal.  In a personal argument a
person looks for things, anything, that can be used.
When it is not personal, the drive is generally not as
great, and some points may be overlooked.  With the two
people being personally driven to prove their points,
you can be satisfied that most, if not all, arguments
will be presented, and Logic, as judge, will have all
required information from both sides to decide.

In the end, the two must learn to drop personal
attachment *after* judgement is passed.  Or rather,
while it is happening.  It my be hard for some, but
then those people do not know how to argue.

--

> You say that science is the study of empirical
> evidence.  Would you agree that empirical evidence
> is one of the best ways we have of attaining truth?

No.  Truth can never be attained, (except for this very
point).  A person can know the truth, but cannot know
that it is actually the truth.  All so-called truths
are based on memory, senses, and logic.  Memory fails,
senses are stupid, and logic itself has never been
proven (except by itself).  Thus we have no tools to
find the truth, therefore truth can never be known that
it has been attained.

All we can do it find something close to truth.  Call
it "Maybe Truth".  Or whatever you'd like.  This can be
proven according to the tools and rules that we
ourselves create.

> And all scientific, empirically gathered evidence
> points in the direction of evolution.

I disagree.  Had all the evidence been gathered without
the theory of evolution being presented, they may have
been a conversation point, but not much more.  It is
only after it has been presented that the evidence
helps.  Personally, I find all this evidence to be even
a greater proof to other religious beliefs of mine.
But since you do not know my beliefs, they will not
"prove" it to you.  (And, no, I will not present those
beliefs on this list.  I wouldn't mind doing that
elsewhere, however, if possible.)

> For the record, I am a very religious person, a
> devout Catholic, but I still believe that evolution
> is true.  The two are not mutually exclusive, you
> know.

Yes, I know that.  However, if someone is looking for
the Truth, and they believe in one, they can still
believe in the other.  But if they do not believe any
one (or any other theory of this nature) they will be
at a loss.

I believe that the theory was proposed to fill the void
left in people's minds when they decided not believe in
a deity.  (Whether that is what it is now is
irrelevant.)  I find that the people who get
overwhelmingly excited at evolution, are the very same
people who refuse to believe in a deity.  (For no
"logical" reason.  At best they'll incorrectly use
"Occum's Razor" as a "proof".)  Wondering about the
out-of-ordinary excitement at possible proof, I
concluded that this helps them believe in evolution,
and in turn helps them further divorces the thought of
a creator from their minds.  This is the context of the
point that I made.

> For the record, when you made the mention
> of  "blueprint", it was not in a religious context,
> so I don't think you can ascribe all the replies to
> an anti-religious sentiment.  Some replies were,
> certainly, but not all.

Being "some" still makes my point.

> I think the multitude of replies came because it was
> an interesting topic of discussion.

Could be. But I doubt it.

> As to the lack of replies on evolution, have you
> considered that the vast majority of people,
> religious and non, do not deny the scientific
> proof of evolution?

No, I have not considered that, as I do not believe it
is true. I think the vast majority of believers in
evolution believe it because it is a popular belief.
Not because they actually understand and believe it.

>You also accuse Easy Rider of making a snide
> comment by calling belief in evolution a no-brainer,
> yet you go on to make one yourself,
Yes, and I explained exactly why I did that.

Here is a rough draft of what I wrote: "But to make a
snide comment, by calling it a "no-brainer", is meant
only to antagonize. I therefore retorted in kind"

I have the right to fight back. I felt it was
required, after much debate, to fight the subconscious
feeling that the first comment left. When a point is
left uncontested, it has a nasty habit of growing on
you. Thus, I needed to give it an equal and opposite
response.

> essentially labelling Easy Rider, me, and others who
> believe in evolution as brainless.

The original comment seemed to imply that even someone
without the capacity to think could see the
overwhelming evidence of evolution. Thus, labelling me,
and possibly many others on this list, as more stupid
than the insane. Should I have kept quiet?

The retort should only be meant to those who cheered
on the first comment, though mainly to the poster.
Please note, that I bear no ill-will. I merely have
the right, to retort snide comments in kind.

> Neither science, nor evolution, are religions.  As
> you say yourself, science is the study of empirical
> evidence.

Yes, but the belief in science, the belief that all
phenomena can be explained, is a religion. One can
only say that Science explains something ex post
facto. I have seen too many people who believe that
all can be classified and explained. Do you disagree
that this is a religion?

> Eventually, one has enough evidence pointing in the
> same direction that one can comfortably conclude
> that the hypothesis was true and correct.

But only in-as-far as anything can be proven.

Further, Science is only one tool to find the truth.
Two others are Logic and Faith. All equal. Generally
Logic and Science are used together. All three have
their pro-s and con-s. But none can be used to
disprove a truth proven by another.

> the Christian Bible

You mean the New Testament? The old one, which deals
with beginnings, I think is supposed to Jewish.
Perhaps, just calling it the Bible (capital B), is
enough to properly reference it.

> Genesis says that God created the animals.  It
> doesn't say He didn't create them by causing them to
> evolve from their ancestors.

Well, it does say that the day after he created them,
he asked Adam to give them names. Assuming those were
Hebrew names, and that these very names are still in
use, would point in the direction that these are the
same animals.

Also, the differentiation between humans and animals
would have to be redefined. Since the first "Human"
was created the day after "animals" were created.

I also assume that days mean twenty four hours, as
they Sun and Moon were already in place for the
express purpose of time measurement.

Hmmm... Aren't we bit off-topic here?

   [ Ianthe falls of chair, stiff with boredom ;) ]

2) Whether or not lgs are the best evolutionary form
is a matter of opinion.

Heathen!

> OK, so tell one person they are "not average" and
> another that they are "not normal", who will feel
> better?

Nice comeback. :-)

'Dalderious'
---------------------------------------------------





'Ex Astris' writes:
---------------------------------------------------

Dear all,

Good news from my side of the cosmos.  Although many
months did I go without a single lg in my life.  Oh,
dark times, as you my brethren know.  But alas now that
spring has come to the Midwestern U.S. & with it,
divine buds who make dark heaven light.  For a time
Desiree became my friend once more, only to have
psycho-grandma & her baby-sitter Casey put an end to
that.  But at least I live in the afterglow of her
love.  I've begun spending time with Becky again.  If
anyone recalls, I put that friendship on hiatus until
she straightened up her behaviour.  She was treating me
like dirt around the neighbours who dislike me & making
risque comments in public.  I had a serious talk with
her about that.  I informed her that if she has any
questions about our 'special parts' then she could ask
me.  But nothing sarcastic & in public.  I began
spending time with her again a couple of weeks ago.
She's even with me now surfing a Disney site on the
computer next to me.  We had a great time last weekend.
We live very near to a state park, so we packed a few
things up & had a picnic.  Afterwards we took a long
relaxing walk though the woods.  I'm just hoping she
doesn't go back to her old habits, or I'll have to have
another talk with her again.  Unfortunately she doesn't
believe much in listening ;)

'Ex Astris'
------------------------------------------------------





'Sanctuary' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

A know this is not a forum for scientific discussion
but...

'Yuri' wrote:
>all scientific, empirically gathered evidence points in
>the direction of evolution.

For another view from fully qualified scientists,
please see: http://www.icr.org

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------




'Mac' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Hello,

To Yuri:

I was interested to read you are a devout Catholic.  I
am too, or try to be.  My question is: how do you
reconcile girl-loving with Christianity?  I have had a
lot of problems with that.  I feel I must sacrifice one
or the other, that I cannot be both :(

To everyone:  it is often said that pedophiles 'cannot
form adult relationships'.  I must admit it seems to be
true for me.  Is this really a characteristic of pedos
or just a stereotype?

'Mac'
--------------------------------------------------------





'Tsarevitch' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

Ummmmm?

Hello Again?  No, I did not fall off the edge of the
earth.  Nor had I been thrown into the 'slammer.'  But
I thinketh I did breaketh (or is it shattered?) my New
Year's day resolution of writing to the ASGL-L every
other week.  It's not that I've been trying to go 'cold
turkey' or anything...

Had lost my internet service at my home, (due to a
minor fiscal crisis!) and have been netting out of the
public library, (though I have yet to gather any
motivation in writing and reading any email, with the
exception that I still read the lgl weekly!  The
ASGL-L!)  So to break my writing slump, I was batting
.000 since March(?) here we go:

 "Coming semi-live from an Atlantic regional library,
 it's the Tsarevitch report"...

One good thing about going to the library I gained
enough courage to take out two peachy-keen lgl novels
recommended by our beloved literary critic, Ianthe
(Thanks):  Nabakov's _Ada_ and Wilson's _Dream
Children_.

I will spare you my critique of both of them for now
(unless you beg me to comment...) but I would highly
recommend Wilson's 'modern day' latter novel over the
period piece of Nabakov, (though Ada still ranks quite
high on my approval scale, despite the main fact the
head female protagonist grows up during the book.)

--

'Albert Ross' wrote:
>In the directory alongside the one labelled 'Rica', I found a series of
>clips taken by a man with a digital camera in one hand and...  the first
>sound was a scream and I can't get what I saw of the rest of it out of my
>head.

>Hi.  I'm still here and I wish to scream.  Hence this letter.

Forgive my confusion, were these audio and/or video
clips of any kind of 'unnameable' acts involving a
minor or was it literally an audio clip of someone
screaming?  Something tells me, either way, the
experience was rather unpleasant, a vote against child
pornography?  Or am I reading too deep into the lines?

Would you consider anonymously tipping a law
enforcement agency about the site?  If only to cover
your behind if you are found with this possession...

--

'Arktoi' wrote:
>>'Cindy' wrote:
>>I would VERY MUCH like to be in touch with other
>>pedophiles -- perhaps form some kind of do-good group,
>>where the world COULDN'T say we were all bad.

>I have heard of a group called Paedophiles Against Child Exploitation

This reminds me of a Simpson's TV episode where Homer
is lured to the police station expecting to win a new
yacht only to be arrested on a prior warrant (AKA a
police sting):  (translated here as) I can imagine a
lost, wayward soul of lgl proclivities walking into a
meeting held by some similar-sounding org - with expectations
of acceptance and companionship - only to be beaten to a
pulp and arrested...

Please forgive my paranoid vision.

--

I will bid you 'later', as I am now being kick off the
computer (time limits et al.)

'Tsarevitch'
--------------------------------------------------------





'Spike' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

Hello all :)

It's been a very hectic, busy winter.  I receive about
100 e-mails a day that I have to sort through.
Unfortunately (Fortunately?)  I lost my job 2 weeks
ago, and I just sorta took these 2 weeks to calm myself
down, and to reconnect with the basics of life.  I
kinda lost track of everything as I was busy running
here and there, and I was kept extremely busy working
on the average 70-80 hrs a week and not stopping to
smell the roses, but because contracts... promises
being broken and 'things being said that shouldn't have
been said', I decided to give it up.  Good money, but
very little time.  I am looking for another job but
this time my only requirement is 40hrs a week... that's
it... no more, no less.

In the process, my internet time was extremely limited
and I haven't spent as much time with Kayla or Megan as
I would want.  Of course, Megan lives with me and so I
see her as much as I want, but Kayla I only see her
every other weekend when I take a break from what I am
doing and drop in to see her.  Now I have begun to see
her more and more and also spend time with Megan more
and more.  Of course, I find these times with them very
memorable, precious but also very frustrating as I
restrain myself a lot.

So what's new with every one else?

'Spike'
--------------------------------------------------------




'PK1' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

'Alessandro' wrote:
> I would like to caution everyone about the popular site
> www.jessithekid.com, which appears to be a nice legal
> girl-loving site.  But I am having trouble getting an
> order, and cannot log-in.  I sent them $30 and regret I
> haven't had any of what I ordered, nor a clear answer,
> only junk answers of the type: "any problem with your
> order?"  This, with no progress, for weeks and weeks.
> I would welcome hearing the experience of others with
> this site.  Thank you.

I've been subscribing to her website off and on since
it first went online and have had no trouble.  If you
sent the cash through the mail then expect it to take a
while, if it ever arrived at all.  Personally, I use an
ATM card to subscribe, instant access :-)

WebeWeb does seem to have a bad record when it comes to
mail-in orders, but it's something they are working to
fix.

'PK1'
--------------------------------------------------------





'?' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

I'm really enjoying this book, _The Professor & The
Madman_ by Simon Winchester, about the making of the
Oxford English Dictionary.  Re: 'why the madman got
that way'...

 "And there are the girls -- young, chocolate-skinned,
 ever-giggling naked girls with sleek wet bodies,
 rosebud nipples, long hair, coltish legs, and scarlet
 and purple petals folded behind their ears -- who play
 in the white Indian Ocean surf and who run, quite
 without shame, along the cool wet sands on their way
 back home.

 It was these nameless village girls -- the likes of
 whom had frolicked naked in the Singhalese surf for
 scores of years past, just as they still do -- that
 young William Chester Minor remembered most.  It was
 these young girls of Ceylon, he later said he was sure,
 who had unknowingly set him on the spiral path to his
 eventual insatiable lust, to his incurable madness, and
 to his final perdition.  He had first noticed the
 erotic thrill of their charms when he was just thirteen
 years old: It was to inflame a shaming obsession with
 sexuality that inspired his senses and sapped his
 energies from that moment on."

I'm on my way... ;-)

'?'
--------------------------------------------------------





'Radiohead' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

On the UK's BBC Radio 4, this coming Wednesday, at
2.15pm. The Afternoon Play is _Mr. Lowry's Loves_, a
new play about the girl loves of famous English
painter L.S. Lowry.

Those in Europe can often get BBC Radio 4 on cable or
satellite, and some R4 programmes are now streamed over
the web - not sure if this one will be, though.

'Radiohead'
--------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


UK: _'Too many errors' on police database_
UK: _Compensation paid_
UK: _Straw to pledge longer jail terms_

Eire: _Eire to double paedophile sentences_

USA: _Supreme Court will review Child Online Protection Act_
USA: _Long Reach of Sex Spam Bill_
USA: _Judge Gives Vigilantes A Sign_

Privacy: _Hackers To Unleash No-Limits Internet Browser_

Feature: _Mentor in masturbation_
Feature: Australia: _Fewer men going into teaching_

Book review




UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_'Too many errors' on police database_

9th May 2001

The number of errors on the police's computer database
must be reduced when it is used as the basis for the
new Criminal Records Bureau, the Home Office has
acknowledged.

The bureau, due to come into operation in the autumn,
will be used for comprehensive checks on anyone who
applies for work which might involve children.  The
system is expected to handle more than six million
inquiries a year by 2003, at a cost of more than UKP
80m.

The Commons Home Affairs Select Committee had warned
that the high level of errors on the computer system
could undermine the effectiveness of the bureau.  The
committee stated: "The manifest levels of police
national computer error make us doubt whether it can
support a system of criminal records certificates."

--------------------------------------------------------------




UK:
--------------------------------------------------------------

_Compensation paid_

24th May 2001

A war veteran has been awarded compensation by the body
set up to review miscarriages of justice after he was
wrongfully convicted more than 50 years ago of abusing
his niece.  George Fraser, 81, has accepted the offer
made by the Scottish Criminal Cases Review Commission.

Mr Fraser's solicitor last night refused to say how
much his client had been awarded, but it is believed it
may be close to the UKP 100,000 fees involved in his
50-year struggle for justice.  Last June, three judges
at the Court of Criminal Appeal in Edinburgh took 50
minutes to clear the Polish-born former soldier, of
four charges of indecent assault, originally brought in
1948.  The case was the first to be brought by the
Scottish Criminal Cases Review Commission, set up in
1999 to examine miscarriages of justice.

--------------------------------------------------------------





UK:
--------------------------------------------------------------

20th May 2001

_Straw to pledge longer jail terms_

Paedophiles will face having to serve their full
sentences under measures to be unveiled today by Jack
Straw, the home secretary.

If New Labour is re-elected, it intends to introduce
legislation stipulating that paedophile offenders would
face the prospect of not being released automatically
after serving two thirds of their sentence, as usually
happens.

In addition, prisoners covered by the new regime could
be required to undergo supervision for 10 years after
release.

Home Office officials estimate that the proposed
measures would increase the prison population by
between 3,000 and 6,000.  A Home Office report this
week predicts the present prison population in England
and Wales will rise from 64,600, to 83,500 within six
years.

--

21st May 2001

Civil liberties campaigners have attacked proposals -
unveiled yesterday by Jack Straw - for legal
injunctions to ban suspected paedophiles from using the
internet.

Mr Straw proposed new "paedophile prevention orders" to
"give the police the powers they need to stop sex
offenders approaching vulnerable young people over the
net".

Police could apply to a judge for the orders on the
basis of suspicious behaviour, which might constitute
no more than an adult giving a false age or gender in
online messages.

If granted, the order would prevent named people from
making any approaches to children over the internet.  A
breach would be a criminal offence, carrying a maximum
five-year jail sentence and automatic inclusion on the
sex offenders' register.

The new offence raises civil liberties issues because
people could be jailed for breaching an order granted
purely on the suspicion that they might commit an
offence.

"To make it a criminal offence merely to use the
internet to lie about your age or gender is wrong,"
said John Wadham, director of Liberty, the civil rights
organisation.

Lord Bassam, the home office minister in charge of the
taskforce that recommended the new scheme, said that
any harm to civil liberties caused by the new measure
was justified.

--------------------------------------------------------------




Eire:
--------------------------------------------------------------

27th May 2001

The Irish government will more than double jail
sentences for paedophiles - the maximum jail sentence
will rise from five to 14 years.  The new sentences
will be introduced under an amendment to the Sex
Offenders Bill to be tabled by John O'Donoghue, the
justice minister, this week.  The legislation will also
require sex offenders to register with the Garda
[police] from next month.

--------------------------------------------------------------





USA:
--------------------------------------------------------------

21st May 2001

_Supreme Court will review Child Online Protection Act_

WASHINGTON - The Supreme Court said Monday it will
review lower court decisions blocking enforcement of a
1998 law making it a crime to knowingly place
objectionable material where a child might find it on
the Web.

The American Civil Liberties Union and other free
speech advocates claim the law violates the First
Amendment.

The justices are expected to hear the case and issue a
decision during the court term that begins next
October.  In the meantime, the Justice Department is
barred from enforcing the 1998 Child Online Protection
Act.

The 3rd U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals noted in its
ruling last year that there may be no constitutional
way for government to shield children from online
pornography.

The ACLU and other groups ranging from bookstores to
publishers said the appeals court ruled correctly, and
they urged the high court not to get involved.

The case is Ashcroft v.  ACLU, 00-1293.

--------------------------------------------------------------





USA:
--------------------------------------------------------------

_Long Reach of Sex Spam Bill_

24th May 2001

WASHINGTON - The House Judiciary Committee
overwhelmingly approved a bill on Wednesday that
backers say will shield America's inboxes from the
tacky appeals of spammers.

But then Rep.  Melissa Hart (R-Penn) persuaded the
committee to adopt an amendment that applies to *all*
e-mail related to sex - not just unsolicited ones.
legitimate businesses and Internet users suddenly
realized sending even legitimate sex-related e-mail
might soon be a federal crime.

"It could include plenty of material that's perfectly
mainstream that has sexually explicit content," said
David Horowitz, executive director of the Media
Coalition [http://www.mediacoalition.org/], which
represents groups such as the Magazine Publishers of
America and the American Booksellers Association.  "A
number of women's magazines that have articles about
sexual performance or sexual secrets.  It could also
include health information."

If Horowitz is correct, messages such as Playboy's
e-mail newsletter, a subscriber invitation to visit
Salon magazine's sex sectio
[http://www.salon.com/sex/], an invitation to visit
Arizona's Etherton Gallery Mapplethorpe exhibit, or a
note telling your friends to check out your hot photos
would be outlawed.

Defining "sex," as former president Bill Clinton made
clear, is always a dodgy affair.  But after a few weeks
of reviewing laws relating to the U.S. mail, Hart's
staff came up with this definition: "Explicitly
describes, in a predominantly sexual context, human
genitalia, any act of natural or unnatural sexual
intercourse, any act of sadism or masochism, or any
other erotic subject."

"There are vagueness problems," Marv Johnson, a
lobbyist for the American Civil Liberties Union
[http://www.aclu.org/] , said.  "What's exactly a
natural or unnatural sex act?  It's also not clear what
'predominantly sexual context' is.  Would
double-entendre suffice?  Would an advertisement for
the *Joy of Sex* fall into that category?"

Johnson said the ACLU opposes the bill and -- if
Congress approves it -- would consider filing a federal
lawsuit asking the courts to rule that the law violates
the First Amendment's guarantee of freedom of
expression.

Even though the Net is still relatively young, ACLU
lawyers are already battle-hardened veterans of
lawsuits challenging anti-porn laws.  In 1996, the
group successfully sued to overturn the Communications
Decency Act and is currently challenging two similar
federal laws in court.

The Bill's sponsors appeal to the fact that sending
sexual advertisements by mail is illegal.  But the
Supreme Court appears never to have ruled on whether
the current Postal Service restrictions are
constitutional or not, and ruled
[http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/scripts/getcase.pl?navby=case
&court=us&vol=463&page=60] in 1983 that a law banning
contraceptive advertisements violated the First
Amendment.

"Anything that requires speech to be labeled, based on
its content, is going to be subjected to First
Amendment scrutiny," says Bob Corn-Revere, a lawyer at
Hogan and Hartson
[http://www.hhlaw.com/other-index.asp] who represents
clients including Playboy and Internet providers.

In addition to the sex-spam problems, Johnson said that
a section of the bill drafted by Rep.  James
Sensenbrenne [http://www.house.gov/sensenbrenner/]
(R-Wisconsin) and Rep. John Conyer
[http://www.house.gov/conyers/] (D-Michigan) -- the two
most senior members of the Judiciary committee -- could
restrict anonymous e-mail services.

It promises prison terms for e-mail messages that are
"false or misleading as to the identity of the person
initiating the transmission."

Because the House Commerce Committee already approved
an anti-spam bill that does not include those two
portions, a compromise will have to be worked out
before a floor vote takes place.

--------------------------------------------------------------





USA:
--------------------------------------------------------------

_Judge Gives Vigilantes A Sign_

20th May 2001

CORPUS CHRISTI, Texas - A judge has ordered 21
convicted pedophiles to place signs in their front
yards reading 'Danger! Registered Sex Offender Lives
Here.'

The signs were given to offenders Friday along with
bumper stickers reading 'Danger!  Registered Sex
Offender in Vehicle.'  State District Judge J.  Manuel
Banales ordered them posted immediately.

Authorities will conduct spot checks on offenders'
homes and vehicles, said Iris D.  Davila, supervisor of
the probation department's specialized services for
Nueces County.

Each of the offenders had previously been given a
probation term instead of prison time, after they
were convicted of less serious offenses.

Gerald Rogen, president of the Corpus Christi Criminal
Defense Lawyers' Organization, said the signs are
unconstitutional.

'It's a return to the days of the scarlet letter,'
Rogen said.  'This is just madness.  We will have
vigilantes out destroying property.'

Rogen said he's contemplating what can be done legally
to block Banales' action.

Offenders were also ordered to send letters to each
neighbor within three blocks of their homes.

Diana Philip of the American Civil Liberties Union of
Texas said the signs will lead to harassment of sexual
offenders and relatives.

--------------------------------------------------------------





Privacy:
--------------------------------------------------------------

_Hackers To Unleash No-Limits Internet Browser_

7th May 2001

A new "no limits" Web browser created by a hacking
group can allegedly bypass Internet censorship.

The well-known collective known as The Cult of the
Dead Cow [http://www.cultdeadcow.com], said the browser
is aimed at allowing users in repressive countries to
request and receive censored documents and Web pages.
The browsing system uses peer-to-peer technology
similar to that used by such controversial
companies as Napster and Gnutella.

Known as "Peekabooty," the system combines the
technology with encryption, and is due to be unveiled
at the DefCon hacker convention in Las Vegas in July,
the annual "underground computer party" and the world's
best-known security conference.

The group has been detailing developments with the
browser, formerly called "Project X," on its site for
months.  The browser allegedly uses no central server.
Rather, it is a peer-to-peer networking browser that
enables each client to send and receive information
directly.

Members of the Peekabooty network can request specific
documents or files to be put on the network.  When the
files appear, the browser will package them, encrypt
them to further shield the data, then send them back to
the individual computer making the request.

Members of the group, who go only by nicknames, said
the anti-censorship Web browsing system is aimed at
helping users in countries like China, Malaysia,
Singapore, Australia, and a host of Arab countries
that seek to screen and ban pornography or political
material they deem subversive.

A user in China, for example, could request a banned
Web page from a fellow Peekabooty member in Canada.
Because of encryption, the governments involved could
not filter the content using current technology.

The new browser could become a nightmare for those
trying to filter content.  Although there is already
technology designed to prevent authorities from
shielding content to individual computer users, there
is no central server and no central authority on the
peer-to-peer browser, and no one for authorities to
arrest.

--------------------------------------------------------------





Feature:
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_Mentor in masturbation_

23rd May 2001

It's official: I am at the stage in my life where I am
randy as hell 24 hours a day.  The innocent molecules
of air brushing up against my body can turn me on,
creating an electromagnetic storm even when I am
standing still.  The supercharged air currents in my
private atmosphere begin to vibrate and caress my skin,
giving me instant goose bumps.  Then my imagination
kicks in and my nipples become "eraser tip" erect and I
feel my wetness as I begin to drip.

Do people even notice my highly flushed post-orgasm
skin?  "What brand is that blush you are wearing -- you
have this healthy glow about you," my friends say.

Because of my state and the lack of consistent male
companionship over the last four-and-a-half years, my
most reliable, trustworthy and constant lovers have
been my dildos and vibrators.  They all have names and
I have my favorites: "big blue," "the G-man cometh" and
my first purchase, the "silver egg."  They all serve a
purpose -- clit, G spot and just plain penetration.
But my most expert and subtle lover still happens to be
my hand.

I wasn't always so well versed in the art of
self-pleasure.  I was actually quite repressed and
didn't learn to take full advantage of this incredible
machine that I was born with -- my own body -- until I
was truly alone and set aside time to study and
practice.

But, along with research, my daughter was my mentor in
masturbation.  When she was about 2 years old she found
her clitoris and began loving it.

One might conjure up the visual of the soft timid
exploration of an innocent child curious now that she
wasn't bound by a diaper all the time.  Not my
daughter.  We're talking a full-on, sweaty, flushed,
moaning orgasm.  She especially loved to please herself
while watching TV in the living room in front of
guests.  Diligently placing her favorite stuffed animal
under her hips, squished between her chubby legs, she
rocked and grinded and made preternatural noises to an
unmistakable ecstasy-ridden crescendo.

My ex-husband was mortified.  What were we to do with
our freak "oversexed" girl-child?  "Is this normal?"
he would chant as we consulted the vapid "What to
Expect" handbooks.  "God forbid a man might see her and
not be able to prevent himself from getting turned on"
is what he really meant to say.

I was just plain blown away.  I am a product of
Catholic schools, and those nuns took great pride in
messing with our heads with their sin-speak.  ... [snip
author's own sexual biography]

I thought that my compassionate "sisters" would help me
[but after some questioning I] knew full well that
these smugly married dears were into the "couple of
times a month" routine and vanilla sex -- and never
swallowed.  Just the mention of "anal" would shock them
to death.  And this was the receptive group with whom I
was supposed to discuss my daughter's new obsession?

They all titter about how much their sons love to play
with their "peenies" in the bathtub and how "cute" it
is when their pee misses the pot because of the early
morning hard-on syndrome.  But God forbid their
daughters should go south.  I was made to feel like my
girl-child was some medical case study.  My friends
were genuinely concerned for me, as if she had a
congenital disability.  There but for the grace of God
go my daughters, they prayed.

"The apple doesn't fall too far from the tree" is what
their judgmental eyes said.

Contrast that to the high-fives parents give one
another for the sexual prowess of their boys.  I
remember my friend's husband taking their newborn son
in the other room so the drunken men could check out
the size of his "member."  Elbow, nudge, grin,
wink-wink.  Imagine them checking out a tiny girl's
vulva -- 'perverts, the lot of them!'

Everything about boys starts out with positive sexual
overtones.  If you are lucky, your daughters will
remain virgins for life.

If this God-given gift is so purely pleasurable for us
all, why wouldn't every child born want to have that
incredible feeling?  We are all born sexual animals
with the same desires but -- because there is always a
but -- we don't like to actually see our precious sugar
and spice jack off.

I decided not to overreact.  With some help from an
enlightened pediatrician, I began to call the activity
"private time" and encouraged my daughter to keep these
pleasurable interludes to herself, within the confines
of her room if possible.  I told her that she was the
only person who could touch herself in this special
way.  Mom and Dad, Nana and Grandpa and your nanny can
help bathe your vagina, or the more politically correct
"private parts," I instructed, but you are the only
person who can give yourself such pleasure.

Eventually, her rubbing hungrily up against furniture
at the drop of a hat lessened and she did prefer to
please herself without the aid of an audience.  Eight
years later, she still likes to masturbate in private
and isn't aware of the unspoken taboo: "You know, Mom,
how if I make myself feel good, I can fall right to
sleep?"

"Yes, I know, honey," I reply as I try to wipe away the
image of a couple lighting up a cigarette amid tousled
bedsheets.

I comfort myself that in some small way I have helped
this young girl on the verge of puberty to think that
her body is beautiful and that it is as amazing as it
really is.  I hope I have played a small role in the
sexual evolutionary process.  Thank heaven for little
girls.

--------------------------------------------------------------





Feature: Australia:
--------------------------------------------------------------

23rd May 2001

_Fewer men going into teaching_

Ensure the classroom windows remain totally clear of
artwork, have a female chaperone in attendance when
administering first aid and, when swimming, hands
should be kept above the water at all times.

These are a few of the extreme precautions that men
working in the early childhood sector must take each
day as a first layer of protection against suspicious
minds.

They are faced daily by colleagues and parents who are
distrustful of their motivation for working with the
young.  And it is in this environment that worthy
candidates are gradually eliminated and early childhood
education loses its capacity to equip children for the
real world.

Dealing with misconceptions and apprehension, men in
early childhood education comprise a rare and
battle-scarred few.  In times of seemingly never-ending
reports of pedophilia, concerned parents tend to
automatically assume the worst.

"Yes, you will endure a lot but it's worth persevering
as the culture is gradually changing and opening up,"
educator Rick Samuels, 35, tells a group of eager young
graduates.  Recognised by the National Excellence in
Teaching Awards for his innovative work with young
children, Samuels speaks regularly to tertiary early
childhood students, encouraging men to persevere
despite an alarming 80 per cent drop-out rate.

Samuels says a seemingly inane comment or simple snub
at a parent-teacher meeting has the potential to put an
impressive career into a spiral.  "The threat of being
accused is pervasive -- it hangs over you and has the
potential to ruin not just your career but your life,"
he says.

As head of early childhood education at Queensland's
Sheldon College, Samuels has endured and forged a path
to acceptance that has resulted in a waiting list of
children for his classes.  He admits, however, that
community attitudes towards men as early childhood
educators remains a work in progress.  "If a child
leaves my class, I still can't help but wonder if it is
because the parent has decided not to trust me."

Early childhood workers form two categories: those
trained in childcare at TAFE and often referred to as
play leaders; and those certified to teach, having
completed a university degree specialising in children
from infancy to eight years.  Men remain a rare
commodity in both groups.

Australian Bureau of Statistics findings recently
revealed a dramatic drop in the number of male teachers
employed in public schools.  "The figure for this
sector is a tiny,

2.8 per cent and falling," says Anthony Semann,
founder of the Men in Early Childhood Networking Group.
"The majority of men who form that 2.8 per cent would
have had to hear, "Aren't you a real man?"  and had
their sexuality challenged several times over."

Early childhood education lecturer Dawn Butterworth, of
Edith Cowan University in Perth, says that those men
among the decreasing number of male enrolments in these
courses face an uphill battle.

According to lecturer Lyn Briers, of Moreton Institute
of TAFE in Brisbane, initial enrolment in early
childhood courses for men runs from zero in some
intakes to a boom year of six (out of 60) students,
many of whom will drop out.

"Men can be discouraged both by the minimal pay packet
and community attitudes," she says.  "Traditionally
we've seen the care and education of children as a
woman's role, but there's really no reason for this to
continue, as both [sexes] have something to offer."

Although most researchers agree on the importance of
children having contact with positive male role models
-- a role often pressed upon male educators regardless
of their desire for it -- few dare to admit any
potential damage associated with the dearth of male
workers in this field.

"It is important for all children to see males in
caring, nurturing roles and, for some children, this
opportunity may only occur in any substantial way at
school," Butterworth says.

Although the reasons for the lack of men in early
childhood education appear obvious, the solutions are
not, according to Jennifer Sumsion of Macquarie
University's Institute of Early Childhood.

"Only a small proportion of men, maybe 2.5 to 3 per
cent, are currently in the field, yet the number
continues to fall," Sumsion says.  "Although there are
no tangible barriers to their involvement, plenty of
socio-cultural ones exist, from suspicion of pedophilia
to wondering why these men would choose to follow such
an untraditional male career path."

Only those men who build support networks and remain
positive under pressure will survive what Sumsion
refers to as the "ticking bomb" environment in which
they work.

"One fact that few people appear to be aware of, [or]
believe, [is] the statistical evidence which shows men
as no more likely than women to commit an offence
against a child," Australian Early Childhood
Association national president Judy Radich says.
"Somehow this is conveniently overlooked by most
parents in light of all the pedophilia hype."

--------------------------------------------------------------





Book review:
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February 15th 2001

MANBAG

"My dad, mom & sister were preoccupied with perfection
& I knew that I was really far from that, being
physically deformed.  So there's a connection, me
fantasizing myself being perfect & visualizing that
perfection being female," explains *Stu Mead*, about
why he developed a fondness for superimposing
likenesses of himself over drawings of little girls
under age 15.  Speckled throughout this perfectly
peculiar digest-sized book out of France from
publishers [http://lederniercri.org] are what appear to
be excerpts from an obscure confrontational late 80's
Minneapolis zine called *Manbag* by Mead & his former
art teacher Franky Gaard, both part of decades-old art
collective; Artpolice.  Gorgeous, obsessive, color
paintings of melancholic lolitas looking like subverted
single-panel stroke-mag gags minus the punch lines make
up Mead's generous portion of the book, some of the
most disquietingly haunting images I've ever seen.
"But, but, he's been officially exhibited," is what's
rehearsed in my head in case big brother wants to crash
down my door &haul my ass off to jail for proudly
displaying Mead's gentle, albeit potentially
incriminating toilet humor alongside my porcelain
crapper.  I keep *Manbag* at my fingertips there,
because what better way to sit on the throne egging on
a bowel movement, I figure, than by comfortably
perusing Mead's sublime renderings of naughty nymphets
nonchalantly defecating in breathtaking storybook
fashion?  His depictions of innocent, scantily clad,
poo-pooing underage cherubs going about their daily
routines while being secretly leered at by overage
scoundrels *are* alarming, but in a brilliantly subdued
manner that evokes pathos & pleasantry over (or abreast
of, depending on your proclivity) perversity.  True,
his work's been exposed in small galleries, according
to an enclosed '98 interview w/Mead, & it *has*
attracted young enthusiasts but sadly not the kind that
happen to fork over the moolah for original artworks.
He's had pieces confiscated, only to be deemed legal
once it was determined they were *just* paintings.  _

 "...here, sexuality isn't considered something
 cerebral. People are more & more scared to be outside
 the norm. It seems to me in Europe they accept more
 the idea that fantasies happen in your head.  You
 can have ideas that you wouldn't realize in reality.
 Here there's no distinction on that level..." - Stu
 Mead on North America.

I first saw portions of Mead's work in an incredible
one-of-a-kind experimental comix anthology series,
Hopital Brut, & he's even participated in their most
recent animated film.  Can anyone tell me more about
him?  Where can I find more of this mysterious work?
*Manbag* came with several eye-popping fold-outs.  Good
luck seeking this rare artifact out.

--------------------------------------------------------------
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'Lloyd' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

Oh dear, I've been having a few problems getting stuff
written and sent recently.  This post is a couple of
weeks out of date, but I thought I'd send it anyway.
I'll catch up more when I can.

Well, it's been a little while since last I wrote -
sorry about that.  But I do have stuff to write.  Some
delightful encounters.  Spent the first week of the
holidays doing little, and being unusually starved of
little-girlish company.  But the second week was a
different matter.  I went with friends to the beach.
Beaches are always good.  The swimming costume is
_designed_ for a sleek little girl's body.  No really
significant encounters, though once when walking
through a kind of park, I passed a little girl of about
seven with her mum.  She was fidgeting with herself in
a certain place, and tugged on her mum's hand.  Her mum
gestured towards the bushes at the side of the path.  I
- _of course_ - took _absolutely_ no notice of this,
and carried on along the path to a bridge.  It was
funny, but standing on that bridge I got a perfect view
of the girl's perfect little bottom as she crouched to
relieve herself.  Not that I was watching, of course.

The one thing that I would _almost_ describe as a
significant encounter was on a little cruise we took.
One of the blokes running the cruise had a nine or ten
year old daughter.  She was very pretty and just
generally gave off that nymphet vibe.  She seemed so
sure of herself, in the way she moved and acted.  At
one point she was doing a little pole dance from part
of the boat's structure.  I couldn't take my eyes off
her, and I think she was aware of the attention I was
paying her.  At first, she seemed fine with it, but
after a while, I got the feeling it may have been
bothering her slightly (not seriously) so I did my best
to ignore her.  That's it, really.

Here they have a great celebration for gls - the day of
the child.  This is - as the name suggests - a day
devoted to celebrating the child.  We had a party where
I worked, which gave me plenty of opportunity to dance
with pretty young girls.  It was great.  I definitely
have a favourite amongst the group of twelve year olds
now - she's really attractive and a very sexy dancer.
Still nothing is developing.  I just can't get up the
courage to take any initiative.

Things with Carmencita improved a little.  The other
day when she came round she said hi to me, and gave me
a kiss on the cheek.  Not much, I know, but as I may as
well not exist in her eyes normally, it was nice.  She
was with a friend - who was not a patch on her, though
a worthy handmaiden - so I wondered if maybe that
influenced it.  "Showing off" with the older man.  She
was whispering to her friend as I was showing her mum
some photos.  How egocentric is it to think they were
talking about me?  Well, that's the feeling I got,
anyway.  If they were, I hope it was good.  Also, her
mum has asked me to give her and her younger sister
language lessons.  I can't believe it - being paid to
be in the presence of the girl I love!

--

'Cindy' wrote:
>After much talk, he proved I was not so "selfless".
>I want them to love me back, and if they won't,
>I'll look elsewhere!  As someone else pointed out
>on here, when they have grimy hands, I'd help
>them wash them (I love washing little hands!).  I
>don't want sticky hands all over either.  So, I guess
>I
>am not the selfless saint I thought I was for all
>those
>years, and I doubt anybody else is either!

Plus, if you enjoy washing their hands, even though you
are washing their hands to help them, you are also
doing it because you like the feeling.  Face it, you're
nothing but a selfish bastard, are you?  ;-)
--

'Dalderious' wrote:
>Well, I keep thinking of writing a book called "The
>Paedophile Diaries".  Basically, base it on my
>feelings
>that I've actually had and what I dreamt they would
>be.
>Add some fantasy and it might be a good seller.
>Well,
>if I could write that is.  'Tis but a dream.

Write that book, write.  You clearly can write and
edit, as you are writing to this list.  And if what
you're planning is diary-style writings and feelings,
how is it any different to what you are doing now?

--

'Jo & Soph' wrote:
>Do, you remember show me yours, I'll show you mine,
>well I do, but with a difference.

I never experienced that.  I don't know how I managed
to miss it out.  I guess I just wasn't that curious as
a kid.  Plus there was a general lack of girls my age
where I lived.

--

>And that's it, I'm now married to a girl who
>understands.  She likes 'younger' as well, it's how
>we
>got together, and enjoys looking at the same legal
>pictures as me

Will we be hearing from your better half? I guess from
what you said there that she likes little girls, too,
rather than boys.

--

>Well, that's my boring story.  Hope you enjoyed
>reading.

Don't put yourself down - that wasn't boring. And
anyway, it's good to see new people writing.

--

'Albert Ross' wrote:
[Stuff culminating in]
>Hi.  I'm still here and I wish to scream.  Hence this
>letter.

Well, what can I say? There are some sick people out
there. And most people think we're with them.

--

'Arktoi' wrote:
>'Thad' wrote: [Actually it was me]
>>I was talking
>>with some friends the other day, and... I'm now
>>realising that I was just about to write something
>>that
>>would almost certainly get snipped.  So I'll stop.

>What sort of thing "would almost certainly get
>>snipped"
>around here?  If we cannot speak freely here, where
>>can
>we?  Why are things snipped?  I thought it was only
>because of undue length.  Am I wrong?

Yes, you are. ;-) In fact - as far as I am aware -
Ianthe _doesn't_ snip for length. The sort of things
that Ianthe will snip are those things that could
perhaps give hints as to our identity. For example, in
the past I had a line cut out from one of my posts
that kind of gave away where I lived in England. The
thing that "would almost certainly get snipped" was
another reference that could - however unlikely - lead
to someone being able to ID me. If this list was an
unmoderated chat-board then I might have been in
trouble.

--

>My brothers, resolve with me to adhere to these
>rules:

The rules are good - I won't reprint them here. Just
be careful where secrets are involved, and don't put
too much pressure on the whole "keeping a secret"
thing. That could just scare the girl. And lines like
"But Mr. Smith said I had to keep it a secret" would
make parents think the worst.

--

'Dia' wrote:
>'Allo, all.  I was simply wondering about the
>childhood
>of everyone.  Were they "normal", if anything is?

I wouldn't say so, really. Or at least I wasn't a
normal child, even if my childhood was.

>I also wonder how interaction is with other adults
>now -
>reserved,

Yes - but then being English may taint my response on
that one. ;-)

>awkward,

Frequently. I often feel uncomfortable with my peers.

>unpleasant or so?

I wouldn't go as far to say unpleasant, but yeah, I do
have a certain amount of difficulty interacting with
people my own age. At least on any kind of serious
level. I'm fine just hanging about with friends, but
not anything "real". I think this is more to do with a
general low self-esteem, lack of confidence kind of
thing than anything specifically little girl related.

>Look, if anyone here actually, miraculously, could
>obtain a girl-girlfriend, how would life be?

Hopefully wonderful and fantastic - but then that's
just the dream. ;-)

>I think, I'm convinced, it's the pursuit which keeps
>all going. It's the dream, ever the dream, and it's a

>dream which sent you into such a love.  Deny or
>justify it as you wish....

Perhaps you are right. Maybe it _is_ just the idea of
having a special little girl that drives us. But it's
a nice idea. If the idea of a fox hunt was just to
kill the fox, they could save a lot of time and money
by just paying someone to go out into the fields with
a gun. But the spectacle is fun (well, if you like that
kind of thing) Not he most pleasant or politically
correct of analogies, but I think it makes my point. I
hope that one day I do have a little girl to share my
life with. And while it may be frustrating for it to
be so difficult to even get anywhere near even a
semi-relationship with a little girl - what with one
thing and another - the pleasure I get from watching
beautiful little girls doing girlish things is
immeasurable. Maybe in an "ideal world" I'd get that
kind of feeling from someone of the "correct" age, but
this world is pretty far from perfect, and we're
definitely not the worst things in it.

>Are you afraid of adulthood?

No, not really. Sometimes I wish I could go back to
when I was younger and do things differently, but I'm
not afraid of what may come. In fact, the only thing
that I dislike about the future is that the age gap
between me and my interests will get forever greater.

>Are you afraid to lose innocence?

If by that you mean am I afraid of sex, or afraid to
lose my virginity, I'd say no. And I don't agree with
"innocence" as a concept. And why would being with a
young girl keep us "innocent" - surely in the eyes of
society it is anything _but_ innocent.

>But little girls.... Little girls don't know...

Little girls don't know _what_? Lots of girls I've met
have known lots of things.

>they're just saved by your delusion.

Saved from what? I don't want to sound dense, but
you've lost me a little here.

>You love your delusion. Do you understand?

Everyone loves their own delusions. And most people
live under delusions.

>Where have your minds gone?

Well, mine's still here, and working as well as it
ever has done.

>There's nothing blessed, they have no idea, and
>cannot
>save you.  Go into the darkness, stop weeping and so,
>maybe you'll come by a real life.  If you were angry
>at
>this, please make some comment.  It's only my own
>view.
>I just want to know, because I'm ever crushed by
>this.

Well, as an atheist, the lack of blessing means little
to me. And I have no desire to be saved by a little
girl - just maybe loved by one. I wouldn't say I'm
angry at your comments. You have every right to have
your own opinion. Just as we all have the right to our
own as well. It's interesting to get a comment from the
"outside". Couple of questions for you, just to get
what you've written into some kind of context. Are you
a paedophile, or have you ever had any feelings for
children? Were you molested as a child? And what
exactly are you crushed by?

--

'Dalderious' (again) wrote:

>Is it feasible for you to write letters to them? Not
>love-letters, at least not at first. Keeping up
>correspondence with them will make it last longer,
>although involves some added risk in committing
events
>to paper.

Oh, yeah, I could write to them, definitely. And
(sadly ;-)) nothing has yet happened that would be
incriminating if written down.

--

>>Yeah, I kind of agree with that idea.  Surely if we
>>were all connected at some deep level we wouldn't be
>>capable of all the crap we do to each other.  That's

>>my take on things, anyway.

>Hmm... Many people seem to be at odds with their
>family, yet most friendly towards non-family members.
>Connections make people feel uneasy, as their is
>someone who actually knows them, which makes them
>lose
>individuality, which leads to loss of self-worth.
>That
>tends to make people aggressive. Therefore, the
>*more*
>connected the *more* easily one could hurt another.
>There "we are all one" idea sounds like its from
>"new-age philosophy" to me. What a load of mud.

I meant if we were all connected as a human race. And
the kind of "crap" I was talking about was genocide,
exploitation, and that kind of thing. But you've got
some good points well put.

--

>> But what "normal" nineteen year old wants to be
>>friends with an eight year old girl?

>Are you saying that I wasn't normal? :-)

No, you were a big sick weirdo. ;-) ;-)

--

>OK, we all know and love Charles Dodgson, right? How
>about Samuel Clemens (better known by his pen-name,
>Mark Twain)?

Damn, I'm going to have to write a book. Once you
become an author, you can love little girls with
impunity. Well, that's the way it seems, anyhow.

--

'The Fairy Knight' wrote:
>I never really hit that rather ridiculous rebellious
>stage.
>Rather, I did but didn't react outwardly.

Exactly the same thing with me. That always seemed to
me to be a bit of a waste of time. In fact, I thought
it was _more_ rebellious not to act in the usual way.
After all, teenage rebellion is hardly original, and
once something becomes common place, it's hardly
rebellious to do it. I guess I was rebellious in that
I rejected a lot of societies ideas, but those are
staying rejected.

--

>And that idiot Harry doesn't have any idea what a
>good thing he has going with Ginny!

I know! He's lusting after that girl in the year above
him while at any moment little Ginny is going to stop
being so little. Fancy that - letting fruit go ripe on
the branch. ;-)

I love the way that JK Rowling does put all the little
bits of attraction and growing-up stuff in the books,
rather than sanitising them. I can't remember which
book it was, but I remember being _convinced_ that
Ginny had discovered her older brother masturbating in
his room until it was revealed he had been kissing a
girl. (I guess she had to have _some_ limits on what
she wrote. ;-))

--

I wrote:
>I don't intend to write about elgialism

Ianthe queried if this should have been "Illegalism".
It wasn't - it was just me venturing up my own arse
and changing 'Fairy Knight's' "LGLism" into a whole
word. (Try saying it to yourself and you'll see what I
mean.

See y'all

'Lloyd'
-----------------------------------------------------






'DD' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone, its been some time I know but I am
still reading and lurking in the background.  I moved
again recently, as a new job dictated such.  There was
a recent dearth of posting here, so I thought I would
add my two pennyworth just to let you know that I am
still here (some may not be so thrilled at that, hehe
GC).

I am now some distance from my sweet Laura, but I do
travel to be with her weekends, and we spend time
together whenever we can.  Yesterday for example we
spent time trudging around our county town in search of
things to comply with her latest fad which is mountain
biking, so 'DD' (foolishly) said he would buy her some
new accessories.

Her new hobby has had its price in as much as she has a
boyfriend and is showing interest in boys more as time
moves on, but we are still devoted to one another but I
fear the day may come when I have to concede to the
inevitable when she falls in love with someone else.  I
will cross that obstacle when and if it comes.  She is
often 'little miss moody' as being a walking
hormone-factory plays havoc with her, psychologically
and physically.  One moment it's laughter and smiles,
the next floods of tears, which is when I realise just
how important I am to her right now as I am the one she
turns to for comfort in her moments of turmoil.

These times can be wonderful and hurtful at the same
time, as the intimacy and closeness of these moments is
the most intense feeling I have ever had, but sad
because I cannot do anything in real terms to stop the
hurt she often feels due to the changes taking place
deep within.  Puberty as we well know can be a very
bewildering time for a lg, and I'm so glad I can play
such an important roll in her life right now.

She is more beautiful by the day, and is bound to have
a myriad of admirers before to long, I so wish you
could all see her and delight in her as I do.  On our
shopping foray she wore the most amazing loose pink
summer dress, as we seem to be having a brief but most
welcome warm spell.  It's short and low cut with nice
shoulder straps which slip down off her smooth
shoulders, and her long dark hair flows down making her
look like an angel.

I feel like 'the cat that got the cream' during the
times that we are together like this, and often notice
a sideways glance at her from passing men, and being a
man of the world I know what they are thinking :)

--

Well 'tempus fugit' ['time flies', Latin] as they say,
and I have much to do and so will bid farewell for now
my friends.  Be lucky in everything you do.

Love and kindest regards,

'DD'
-------------------------------------------------------






'Albert Ross' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

>'Albert Ross' wrote:
> >In the directory alongside the one labelled 'Rica', I found a series of
> >clips taken by a man with a digital camera in one hand and...  the first
> >sound was a scream and I can't get what I saw of the rest of it out of my
> >head.
>
>'Tsarevitch' wrote:
>Forgive my confusion, were these audio and/or video
>clips of any kind of 'unnameable' acts involving a
>minor or was it literally an audio clip of someone
>screaming?  Something tells me, either way, the
>experience was rather unpleasant, a vote against child
>pornography?  Or am I reading too deep into the lines?
>
>Would you consider anonymously tipping a law
>enforcement agency about the site?  If only to cover
>your behind if you are found with this possession...

Not unnameable; audio and video both, one a delight, to
my eyes at least, the other horrible.  I have no vote,
but I think both have had some say in the matter.

Not much an enforcement agency could do, that I can
think of, since both clips came off a free server, and
probably a long way downstream from the original
source.

Other than admitting to have once had the data on my
machine long enough to view it, I have nothing to be
caught in possession of.  This is where certain systems
are invaluable, in respect to true freedom of
information, because the data is backed up on any
number of machines worldwide.

One thing I am sure of anything places on the net
becomes an ineradicable part of human history, because
any item, amongst countless others, are then carefully
archived on so many machines that we could not wipe the
record without destroying virtually everything digital
on the planet.

So here is to you, whose images we treasure, or have
stolen, for good or evil, pleasure, pain or history:

With respect - thank you.

'Albert Ross'
------------------------------------------------------




'Sanctuary' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

'Mac" wrote:
>My question is: how do you reconcile girl-loving with
>Christianity?  I have had a lot of problems with that.
>I feel I must sacrifice one or the other, that I cannot be
>both :(

I believe that the love in my heart was placed there by
God.  My frustration comes, not from God, but from a
society that forbids me to fully express it.  We must
keep trying, though.

'Sanctuary'
-------------------------------------------------------





'Dalderious' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

Someone wrote:
>Hmmm... Aren't we bit off-topic here?
>
Ianthe quipped:
>   [ Ianthe falls of chair, stiff with boredom ;) ]

Ah, Ianthe, Lord Ianthe, your probably not an lg, but
I'll love you anyway. :-)

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
> For another view from fully qualified scientists,
> please see: http://www.icr.org

Yes, but then you'll have to use the "Internet".  And
that is evil!  You did know that, didn't you?  -grin-

> I was interested to read you are a devout Catholic.
> I am too, or try to be.  My question is: how do you
> reconcile girl-loving with Christianity?

No link from Lord Ianthe? Strange. I forget, but there
is a webpage for people who want to reconcile the two.

  [  Ianthe adds...

     http://www.greenbelt.com/news/ph/  ]

'Dalderious'
--------------------------------------------------------





--
ASGL-L

